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pared, on the instant, and withouta moment’s con- 
sideration, to sweep away the institutions of the 
country, and without making any provision for the 
manner in which it shall be done? Had the West- 
ern gentlemen looked to the effect of this amend- 
ment—siriking out of existence, al one blow, the 
regiments of dragoons which were yaised for the 
protection of their frontiers from the Indians? But 
he would not argue that question. It appeared to 
him that a proposition su crude, so inconsiderate, 
and yet so fearful in its consequences. would no! 
pass without some consideration. He regreited 
what had been done in reference to the navy; though 
he had no doubt that taose who voted for it had 
good reason for what they did. With the army, 
however, the case was differeat. There was no 
limitation, by law, as to the number of persons 
the President is authorized to employ in the navy; 
and the House, by its late vote, wished to express 
its disapprobation of any increase of it. But in 
the army, ‘he number was fixed by law; and it 
could not be reduced by the amendment, without 
repealing existing laws. It was important, too, to 
consider how the reduction was to te made. ho 
was authorized todo it? Who were to be disband- 
ed? The amendment did not specify in what man- 
ner the reduction was to be carried into effect. 

Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON observed that he 
should vote against the amendment, becaure he 
thought the time was inauspicious for the measure 
it proposed. Mr. J. referred te the uncertainty of the 
state of the negotiations with England, and to the 
number of discontented Indians thrown upon the 
Western frontiers, as furnishing reasons why they 
should not now sirike ou! of existence at least one- 
half of the army. ‘This was a grave and impor- 
tant proposition, and should have come from as 
high a source as one of the committers of the 
House or the War Department; but, instead of 
that, it was the sudden unsupported movement ot 
a solitary member, made without consideration, and 
without notice, and without aay pian being pro- 
posed to carry it into effect. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS said that he should not 
have risen, but for the remark of the genileman 
from New York [| Mr. Warp] that the army was 
increased on the application of the people of the 
West. He was in the House at the time, and re- 
membered that that increase was made in cosse- 
quence of troubles on the Canadian border, and 
not for the purpose of quieting any alarms of the 
Western people as to the Indians on their borders. 
The Cherokees and Choctaws, who were located 
immediately on the borders of Missouri and Ar- 
kansas, were highly civilized; aud there was as 
much danger of Governor Dorr, of Rhode Island, 
making war on the United S.ates, as of any agegres- 
sion from them; and, moreover, they were amply 
sufficient to keep off the wild Indians who were 
settled.beyond them. Mr. W. then gave it as his 
Opinion that, in the present financial embarrass 
ments of the couatry, which he referred to at large, 
the reduction proposed by his colleague ought to be 
made. It was well known that, in the early part 
of the year, the cry of retrenchment and reform 
rung from one end of tke couniry to the other, and 
the Whig party were especially bound to carry it 
out. He thought the army and navy were fit sub- 
jects for the application of the principle of retrench- 
ment; and that even if we had a war with England, 
an army of 12,000 mea would not be of much ac- 
count. In such an event, it would be necessary to 
provide for the increase of the army ona larger 
scale. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, after some remarks on the 
course which the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means desired the committee to pursue 
in the disposal of this bill, and, also, on the recent 
reduction in the navy appropriation bill, which he 
had believed he-was assisting to reduce by his vote 
to the siandard of 1841, but which he found, on the 
information of a friend, was sti!] a million and a 


half more than it was at that period, proceeded to 
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contend fir a like redaction of the army. There 
had been a great outcry about war, and a war 
could only come in which this country would be 
brought in conflict wiih Great Britain, the most 
powerful nation on the earth; and, if so, six 
thousand men would be but as a flea-bite in 
such a contest, and they would be obliged 
to resort to the militia, the bone and sinew of the 
nation, which would defend its honor and its prop- 
erty on all occasions, as well as the regular army. 
In the Indian hostilities, the infantry were not 
sufficiently fleet of foot to overtake their savage for; 
and hence, in the redactions which he advocated, 
he exempted the regiments of dragoons, which 
were capab!e, in that service, of rendering such es- 
sential aid. However, as the executive documents 
informed them that the Florida war was at an end, 
there could be no necessity urged on that ground 
for the maintenance of so large an army as now 
existed; and as, in the event of a foreign war, the 
militia must be resorted to, there was an additional 
argument against so large a standing army in time 
of peace; and, therefore,he should vote for the 
amendment. 

Mr. BLACK said, coming as he did from the 
State of Georgie, nearest to the Fiorida line, he 
felt a litile interest in this—perhaps a little more 
interest than he should feel in any other subject. He 
was the last man there to detract from the honor 
and glory of the army of the United States, whether 
of its officers or the men in its ranks; bat there 
were higher considerations than a disposition to ac- 
cord honor and glory to the army to govern his vote; 
and he should vote for the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. Cave Jounson] as 
amended by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Apams ] if they could show bim that it cou!d 
be practica'ly carried out. If those gentlemen 
failed in making that showing, he wou!d turn to 
the proposition of a colleague from Georgia which 
would be hereafter cflered. The gentleman from 
Tennessee proposed to reduce the army to the 
standard of 1831, but the quomodo of the reduction 
was not setforth. Now ashe (Mr. B.) was pre- 
pared to vote for a wise and judicious reduction of 
the army, he asked the gentleman from Tennessee 
how it was to be made. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON explained, but he was 
inaudible atthe reporter’s desk. He was under- 
stood to state, however, that the reduction could be 
made on the termination of the period of enlistment 
of several regiments, which was near at hand. 

Mr. BLACK said, with that explanation, he 
was prepared to go for the amendment of the gen- 
Ueman from Tennessee, as amended by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. He believed the army 
ought to be reduced; and his only difficulty had 
been, how it was to be done; but, with that shown, 
he would go for it. 

He did not forget the voies he gave yesterday, 
and the day before, for the reduction of the navy. 
He was a seaboard man, and he represented a sea- 
voard country: he was a navy man, and went for 
the navy in preference to the army of the United 
S:ates, for he believed the best army the country 
could have was the militia; but, though he was 
a navy man—and he was so because it was 
his inierest to be sc—he was bound o vote 
with the Democracy yesterday and the day before, 
on the navy appropriation bil); and he did so be- 
cause he acted under a sense of urgent necessity. 
He knew and saw the condition of the country; he 
knew that the dominant party had been forced to 
pass a bill to borrow $17 000,000, if they could 
push their credit so far. He knew that was a debt 
against the people of the country, and the people 
that he resresented. He knew, also, that they had 
squandered all the public domain; and he knew 
not only that it was wrong, but that if it was ever 
to be recalled, it would not be by the party which 
passeu the distribution bill. And all these circum- 
stances made so urgent a necessity, that he was 
compelied to vote for the reduction of the navy, 
though the reduction was against the interests of 
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that section of country which he represented on that 
floor. 

Look at the quarter whence war was feared. 
What nation would fight us but Great Britain? 
Would they go to war with Russia, or with Aus- 
tria, or with their ancient ally, France? No; the 
danger was not from that quarter. If they were 
forced into a. collision, it would be with Great 
Britain. And how could that naiion make war oa 
this country, powerful as she is? Why, before they 
could send their dragoons from the West tu tha 
seaports of Savannah and Chatleston, or to New 
Yerk or Boston, the British navy, with iis war 
steamers, would be down upon our cities, which 
would be taken by force or storm; and the rail- 
roads, on which we now depended to tiansport our 
army, would be in the hands of the enemy; and in- 
stead of transporting our soldiers, they would be 
transporting British troops, and scattering them 
into the interior of the country. But they had 
heard much of their army; and Georgia had expe- 
rience, and had acquired some knowledge of it too. 
Georgia lay exposed on its southern border to 
the Territory of Fionda, and on its southern 
line there was one of the most extensive swamps 
and quagmires of the Union—a very hotbed for 
the marauding Indians. They bad three compa- 
nies of United Siates soldiers stationed on that line; 
and not move than a month since he had a paper, 
with the sworn testimony of at feast three hundred 
honest and honorable men, by which to show to 
the House that these United Siates soldiers, instead 
of protecting the people of Georgia from the ma- 
rauding Indians, hail marauded on the property of 
the people of Georgia themselves. He had those 
papers here, and he sent them to the desk, but he 
was not permitted by the majority in that House to 
read the sworn complaints of the people he repre- 
sented, though he sat with their commission there, 
to represent their rights and their interests. He 
was called to order when he was about to show 
that their much vaunted army, instead of protect= 
ing, had been the men to invade them. He spoke 
nothing of this of his own knowledge, for he was 
not there, and knew nothing of it; but he kaew the 
men who testified to the facts, and he knew they 
were honorable men, and that they would not 
state a falsehood nor pervert the trith. And 
what would this testimony have disclosed, if he had 
been permitied to lay it before the House? One 
fact whi-h would have been established was, that 
the coldiers killed one man in the Siate of Georgia; 
that they met another with his goods and chattels, 
beat him almost to death, and took his property 
without authority of law. This was the army of 
the United States, and here was the Congress of the 
Uni'ed States; and he, a member of that House, 
while he was offering to prove these things, was 
calied to order, because, forsooth, gentlemen. were 
so extremely anxious to preserve the order of 
business. : 

Mr. WARD rose and remarked that the gentie- 
man from Georgia was making very serious 
charges against the army of the Uni'ed States; and 
he wished to ask him if these things had been done 
by privates of the United States army, or by men 
under command or in the presence of their of- 
ficers. 

Mr. BLACK said the inquiry was a very natural 
one, and it was one which he bad expected every 
member on that floor would rise and ask when he 
first presented these complaints to the House ; but, 
instead of that information being called for, he was 
not permitted even to make the statement, so exceed 
ingly anxicus were gentlemen for the preservation 
of order. For the information, then, of the gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Wanp.] he would 
state—and all his information was derived from the 
papers which he bad wished to put in possession of 
the House—that there were three companies sia- 
tioned adjoinig the iine which divided the Terri- 
tory of Florida from the southern border of Geor- 
gia. Those companies had communication wih 


each other, and, in their intercommunication with 





> 


Try ease 


ee eh 
a 


530 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








each other, between the camps, those murders were 
committed, and notin the camp. 

Another case which be should have shown was 
that of a man whose father possessed large herds 
of stock and cattle, some of which he had been 
mirsing almost daily, and the whole country point- 
ed to these men. This man simply presented 
himseif near to or at the camp, to ask for informa- 
tion respecting the missing stock, or to soldiers near 
the camp; and the result of the inquiry was, that 
death was inflicted by one of the soldiers of the 
United States army. Of this the Governor of 
Georgia was informed, and he commenced a cor- 
respondence with the Secretary of War, at the seat 
of the General Government; and he requested that 
functionary to withdraw those troops. He stated 
the grounds on which he made that request; and 
he (urnished full documentary testimony thereof to 
the Hon. J. C. Spencer, then and now Secretary of 
War. Some questioning ensued between the head 
of the War Department and the Executive of 
Georgia; and the Secretary came to the conclusion 
that the honor of the army had been somewhat 
touched by this evidence which had been submit- 
ted to the department. He grew cautious on the 
subject; and ultimately would hold no further com- 
muvication with the Executive of Georgia; and 
when the delegation from Georgia called on the 
Secretary of War, they did it because he had put 
an ehd to all communication with their Governor. 

And what, then, was his answer? “You have 
not submitted to me sufficient evidence of injury 
to warrant my withdrawal of the troops.” They 
then restated the case; and, besides, they told him 
that the army never went within 150 yards of the 
swamp in which the Indians sought refuge; and 
when the soldiers took the hills, the Indians 
emerged, and committed their depredations under 
the very nose of the army. They told the Secretary 
that an old woman had been murdered. “Ab!” 
said the Secretary, “is that all? It isa small 
matter to make such a fuss about.” One of his 
(Mr. Biack’s) colleagues replied, that if the Secre- 
tary should prick his finger, it would be but a small 
matter, but very inconvenient. Nothing, how- 
eyer, was done. 

Of what use, then, he asked, was that poriion of 
the army to the people of Georgia? He (Mr. 
Brack) had called upon the Secretary to take them 
away, and he had refused to do it; and he would 


have called on this House with the same object, | 


and assigned his reasons for his request, but he was 
refused a hearing. If, then, the militia of Georgia 
were nut to be paid to do that duty, they would 
protect themselves without such soldiers as the 
United States Government sent to them. In the 
Florida war, millions and millions ef dollars had 
been expended, while all the Indian warriors had 
not exceeded 5,000. And how many battles had 
they won? He did not know that they could point 
to a single military transaction which they could 
grace with the name of a victory, They must 
remember, too, that the Indians had no newspapers 
as a source of communication with the public, or, 
if they had the means, they might possibly dignify 
some of their little brushes as great victories also. 

tie believed the Government had erred in rela- 
tion te that war ; he believed it would have been 
better if it had been conducted apart from that fa- 
naticism which infased itself into many things in 
this country with which it ought to have nothing io 
do. The only way to terminate that war was, that, 
whenever they caughta warrior, they should hang 
him on a tree or cutoff his head. But this had 
not been permitied to be done. He would venture 
to say that, if Andrew Jackson had been at the 
head of five hundred men in Floride, that war 
would not have lasted 15 months, nor even 12 
months: the moment he had laid his hand on one 
of those warriors, his head would have been gone; 
and the people of the country would have support- 
edhim. It wasa fatal mistake into which they 
had fallen ; and hence there were fresh murders in 
the Territory of Florida. The war closed! Why, 
it never would be closed so long as the Seminole 
warriors were there. 

[f the militia of the State of Georgia had been 
turned loose on Florida, under the command of 


proper men, that war would have been ended, in- 

















stead of having st:ll their drums beating, and their 
flags flying—their morning and evening guns—their 
reveille at early dawn, and tattoo at night. Gentle- 
men might be astonished at the course he would 
pursue; but if their wives and children, or if but 
one member of their families, had been subjected 
to the Indian sealping- knife, they themselves would 
be the first to turn Joose the dogs of war on that 
race of men. He went for the Ficrida blood- 
hounds, and he would do so again; and the only 
thing he regretted was, that they were so badly 
managed. He would fight a man in any way to 
protect his wife and children; and he who would 
not do it, he (Mr. Brack) would not reckon as a 
man. But this course of proceeding was one into 
which he should be driven by necessity: it was not 
one he should choore as a pastime to delight in. 
But if the Executive of this country should 
doubt where to begin his reduction of the army, 
and should appeal to him oa the subject, he (Mr. 
Biack) would point him to three companies in 
Georgia, adjacent to the Florida line; and if the 
President should remove them, he (Mr. Biack) 
would vote to sustain the removal. If, however, 
this amendment should be carried, he hoped those 
companies wculd be the first to be reduced, 


They were told that the army of the United 
States was their means of defence, and that they 
had now but very few. But he deemed 3,000 men 
sufficient as a nucleus around which, in time of 
war, an army of the bone and sinew of this country 
could be rallied. At present, they had nobody but 
the Indians to fight. He hoped they should never 
get into a civil war; and if they did, they would 
have no use for an army then. He should regret 
to see anything like a standing army, if sov- 
ereign and independent States should disagree in 
their policy and come into collisiok. They would 
have no use then, but for the militia; and as they 
had no other, what fce had they but the Indians? 
and if they had no foe, they wanted no army, the 
present army being wholly inefficient with the In- 
dians. The only enemy they could have was Great 
Britain, and that would be a war on her own ele- 
ment, the high seas: that was the place where she 
should be first encountered; and he toid the com- 
mittee, as he should tell his constituents when he 
returned home, that the only excuse he should 
have to give his constituents for voting for a reduc- 
tion of the naval establishment was a sad uncon- 
querable necessity. He was obliged to doit. Tre 
Government was bankrup!; and he was desirous 
to do nothing to give the tariff party an excuse for 
an increased tariff. With these remarks he would 
close, merely adding that all he had said in relation 
to the army of the United States stationed on the 
Florida line,came from information conveyed in 
sworn testimony, which he had in his possession: 
he disclaimed all personal knowledge of it, and he 
made no statement on his own responsibility. He 
did it in his representative capacity; and he had 
referred to it because he had nct been permi'ted to 
do so when he produced the testimony to which he 
had alluded; and he had done it with a painful 
sense of duiy to the constituency which he rep- 
resented. 

Mr. GRANGER said he had little to say; 
and, but for the remarks of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Biack,] he should not have risen 
atall. That gentleman, not content with introducing 
into debate the subject of the Florida war, had based 
his argument in favor of a decrease of the army 
upon the maleonduct of certain United States 
troops in Georgia. The argument advanced by 
the gentleman had convinced him of one thing— 
that the General Government had entirely mis- 
conceived its duty in relation to carrying on the 
war against the Indians in Florida. It was 
evident, from the remarks of the gentleman, that 
the General Government had failed to do its duty; 
the army had tried and failed; and the bloodhounds 
had failed to discharge their duty; for the Indians 
still huag on. But one expedient seemed to be 
left—and that, the Government had neglecied to 
adopt. It was to raise a corps of Georgia miliiia, 
and place the gentleman himself at their head. 
Had he been commander, the Indians, before now, 
would have all been hung; the war entirely ended; 
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and the House engaged only in weaving laurels to 
adorn the brow of the gentleman from Georgia. 

He (Mr. G.) bad been in that hail under other 
Administrations than the present. He was here, 
under Jackson, when the Ficrida war commenced. 
Gentlemen then warned the friends of the Admin- 
istration of the danger that would coms out of the 
war. But Andrew Jackson said there were not three 
hundred Indian warriors in the Territory; and when 
the Government was thus warned—this Indian-kill- 
er being at its head—gentlemen were told that the 
danger they spoke of was imaginary. The esti- 
mate then subisicted called for an appropriation of 
$150,000 to suppress Indian hostilities. Any man 
who dared to resist Andrew Jackson was silenced 
as a disturber, and as no patriot. Now, if the ree- 
ords were examined, it would be found that, though 
this small sum was called for and appropriated at 
the beginning of the session, millions were expend- 
ed before its close; yet the gentieman talked of a 
Whig Administration, and its inability to defend 
the country. The journals of the House, and the 
speeches of the day, would tell at whose door the 
charge lay. 

Mr. BLACK inquired what charge he had 
mace? 

Mr. GRANGER was understood to say, in re- 
ply, that the gentleman from Gecrgia had charged 
the Government with neglect, because it did 
not employ the militia of Georgia in the Florida 
war. 

Mr. BLACK said the gentleman was mistakélt. 
He made no such charge. He stood bere upon the 
ground taken by his constituents; and with them ia 
his favor, he did not care if the whole world were 
against him. He had not complained of the Ad- 
ministration, because the people of Georgia were 
not employed in the Florida war. His objection 
was, that they had not been permitted to defend 
themselves, their wives, and their children, from 
the attacks of the Indians. Besides, there was 
some difference between the dominant party in the 
House and the Administration. 

Mr. GRANGER said, if so, he was willing to let 
his vote determine how far he was guilty of differ-" 
ing with the Adminis'ration on this subject. The 
gentleman, however, had said that Georgia militia 
were not permitted to protect the people of 
Georgia. 

Mr. BLACK explained. The portion of Geor- 
gia in which he resided was adjacent to the Okefe- 
ncke swamp, in Florida, which was much fre- 
quented by the Indians. It was against the en- 
croachments of these that the people of his section 
wished to be protected, and defended. 

Mr. GRANGER said he should not further al- 
lude to this part of the subject, for fear of being 
swamped in the Okefenoke himself, [laughter.] 
He would, however, say a few words about the 
malcfactors of the army, as they had been called. 
What was it that had been charged upon the gallant 
army of the United States? 

Mr. BLACK said he did not make any charge 
against the national army. What he said could 
only be applied to the three companies in Florida. 
He would not be misrepresented on that floor. 

Mr. GRANGER said he would state the argu- 
ment of the gentleman: One suldier belonging to 
the United States army had misbehaved and done 
wrong in Georgia; ergo the national army ought to be 
cut down. What was the fact? He would refer to 
the pretext for making these unjust and illiberal in- 
sinuations against the army. 

Mr. BLACK repeated what he said to the House 
when addressing it. A citizen went to the camp, 
and made some inquitiss about his property, and 
the result was his death. 

Mr. GRANGER said he would show the House 


-upon what frivolous grounds the army had been 


aspersed. 

Mr. BLACK. I did not asperse the army. 

Mr. GRANGER said he would leave it to the 
House to say whether his conduct was that ofa 
gentleman. He was willing to take their under- 
sianding of the gentieman’s remarks. The difficulty 
complained of grew out of a quarrel in relation to 
some cattle in Georgia. A soldier shota citizen in 
consequence. He was arrested, tried, and convict- 
ed, and was now under sentence. He no doubt did it 











————— 
in astate of excitement; and for this act, although 
convicted in the courtof Georgia, a stain was to be 
thrown upon the military character of the country. 

Mr. WARREN stated that two persens had 
been tried and convicted of the offence; one ef 
murder in the first, and the other in the second de- 
gree. The judge, however, had entertained a mo- 
lion for a new trial. 

Mr. GRANGER said, if the laws of Georgia 
had bad their course uninterruptedly, in the name of 
justice there was no ground whatever for the 
charge made, and the gentleman 

Mr. BLACK was about to address the commit- 
tee, when 

Mr. GRANGER said he would not give way. 

Mr. BLACK did not ask him tc give way. He 
submitted it to the Chair, whether it was not in or- 
der for him to put a man right who was misrepre- 
senting him? 

The CHAIR said not wi hout the leave of the 
gentleman addressing the committee. 

Mr. BLACK. [aay the assertion that I aspersed 
the army is without foundation. 

“Mr. GRANGER said he was not at all disturb. 
ed. He was willing to let the House pass upon 
his conduct. He could not, however, sit there and 
silently hear imputations cast on the character of 
the army. Inasmuch as one of the soldiers charged 
with murder had been convicted, and another ac- 
quitted, all he had to say was, that the laws of 
Georgia lrad taken their course. They had been 
avenged, and the gentleman should be content. 
He therefore hoped to hear nuthing more said about 
the Georgia murder, and no mere propositions to 
raise a company of Georgia militia. 

He regretted the vote by which the appropriation 
for the navy had been cut down. The country 





was rapidly advancing in prosperity and honor— | 


already having increaxed from three to sevenieen 
millions. It really seemed to him that we were 
starting back at shadows, and were afraid to meet 
the expenditure necessary to sustaina navy. Ile 
should not speak of our foreign difficulties, for he 
was not an alarmist. Yet he sometimes saw some 
very warlike articles in the newspapers published 
in this city. We were in danger from savage ag- 
gressions upon our frontiers. Tie Indians, where 
they had been removed, instead of spreading over 
the country, and eogiging in their favorite amuse- 
ments of hunting and fishing, had clustered in vil- 
lages, and lived onthe annuities allowed by the 
Government until they were exhausted, when they 
resorted to plunder. What was the proposition 
before the committee? To bring down the army to 
the standard of 1821. Sucha course would cut off 
its best force—the dragoons—who were worth triple 
any other in our savage warfare. » He was pre- 
pared to sustain the army as at present organized ; 
he believed it noi too large. Butif it was to be re- 
duced, he wished it done on a ma'ured plan, re- 
taining such portions of the infantry, artillery, or 
dragoons, as were necessary. The institutions of 
the country had to be preserved. The people de- 
manded that they should be adequately protected. 
Gentlemen might go on cutting down the navy and 
the army, in hope of not having to raise more reve- 
nue; but it would be useless to endeavor to blink 
the question of a tariff. It must come, and he 
did not wish it to be said that the army and navy 
of the United States had been crippled because 
Congress had not the courage to meet the question 
boldly. 

Mr. BLACK then obtained the fivor, and re- 
capitulated the circumstances of the murder which 
was commitied in Georgia. He seized the occasion 
to lay the facts before the House, because he be- 
lieved it to be a duty he owed to his constituents. 
The gentleman was not acquainted with the cir- 
cumstances of Florida or Georgia. It was too far 
South for him to understand them. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Grancer] 
seemed disposed to be facetious at his expense. He 
could inform that gentleman that he was no sol- 
dier, and had never been in the ranks. His constit- 
uents, however, were soldiers, and as brave as 
any in New York, and more able to conclude 
the Florida war. He had the acknowledgment of 
the gentleman that, if appointed, he would conclude 
the war. The gentleman agreed that he was ca- 
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pable (Mr. G. nodded assent,) and could not deny it 
hereafter. Now, contended Mr. B.,l am sorry I 
cannot give the gentleman a counter-certificate of 
his soldiership. I do not think him capable of 
concluding that war. He isinfinitely better suited 
fer cutting off the heads of Democratic postmas- 
ters, mail-contractors, and stage-drivers, than for 
cutting off the heads of Seminole warriors, what- 
ever might be the ability with which he might 
operate on the squaws. He has manifested a pe- 
culiar proficiency in cutting off the heads of Dem- 
Ocralic officers, and can, no doubt, cut off twenty 
where he would kill ene Seminole warrior. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Indiana said the effect of 
the amendment under discussion would be to place 
the army on the foo'ing on which it stood in 1821, 
when it had four regiments of artillery and seven 
of infantry. In 1833, one regiment of dragoons 
was added; in 1836 another regiment of dragoons, 
and in1833 a regiment of infantry. The adoption 
of the amendment would not only cut off the dra- 
goons, but also the additional regiment of infantry. 
Mr. T. commented on the impolicy of abolishing 
the dragoons, who were so necessary to the defence 
of ourfrontiers. He begged gentlemen to investi- 
gate the subject, and not resolve to save a few dol- 
lars at the expense of the glory and renown of the 
country. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Tennessee supported the 
amendment. He would state, as an excuse 
for his colleague [Mr. Cave Jonnson] who had 
offered it, that it had been always impossible to 
carry any measure of reform unless by attaching it 
to an appropriation bill. It was apparent to the 
House and the country jhat many gentlemen never 
would advocate a system of reform, let it be what 
it might. In relation to the charge that the navy 
had been reduced by the friends of economy and 
reform, it was not so. The Secretary was in favor 
of an increase, and the House differed from him, 
and resisted further inc-ease. The army remained 
stationary at 6,000 men from 1821 to 1832, when 
the Black Hawk war broke out, and a regiment of 
rangers was formed for 12 months. In 1833 a 
regiment of dragoons was raised in its stead; and in 
1836 another, though it was not intended to be 
permanent. He (Mr. C.) considered one regiment 
proper, but not more ; and, as the Florida war was 
over, he saw no reason forthe two regiments now 
employed. After some further remarks, and a bri: f 
exp.anation from Mr. ‘THOMPSON, Mr. C. con- 
tinued his statement of the manner in which the 
army had been increased to its present footing. A 
proposition had been made to the Commitiee on 
Military Affairs to increase the staff. Mr. C. 
thonght, if reduction were made in the army, the 
staff might be increased from the officers thus 
thrown out of service. 

Mr. ALLEN of Maine opposed the amendment, 
and said it was the duty of the Government—for 
the performance of which the party in power were 
responsible—to afford adequate protection to the 
institutions of the country. Ifevils really existed, 
owing to the siz? of the army, let the proper com- 
mittee report a bill reducing it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said the sabject had not been 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN said the reports of the Secretary of 
War and the Commanding Genera! had been re- 
ferred, and he imagined they embraced the whole 
subj-ct. He then read from the report of the Com- 
manding-General to show that sixteen regiments 
were required to defend the country, instead of 
fourteen, as at present. He contended that there 
was no security that peace would continue; and 
this was, therefore, an improper time to diminish 
the military force of the country. 

Mr. McKAY observed that, in the first place, the 
army was different from all our other institutions. 
There was a special provision in the Constitution 
of the United States, by which it was provided that 
no appropriation for a standing army should be 
made for a longer period than two years. The ob- 


ject of this provision was, that this branch of the 
mili'ary establishment should be completely within 
the control of the Legislature; and it was in pursu- 
ance of that wise custom of our British ancestors, 
so essential to the preservation of civil liberty, that 
every year the supplies for the naval and military 
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establishments should be voted by Parliament. 
Every year the minister comes into the House of 
Commons with his budget, and shows what supplies 
of men and materials are wanted for the year. We, 
however, in this country, had departed somewhat 
from that salutary custom. The Constitution pro« 
vided that no appropriations should be made for 
the army for a longer period than two years; so 
that it might be within the power of the people, at 
any time, to prevent the increase of the army. 

Mr. McK. then asked the Clerk to read the amend- 
ment, which was done. The amendment, he said, 
was drawn up in such a form that it would not 
accomplish the object his friend from Tennessee 
had in view, and would, perhaps, do a great deal 
of mischief. One of the consequences, as pointed 
oui by the gentleman from Indiana, would be to 
repeal the acts establishing the two regiments of 
dragoons, and the regiments of infantry; but the 
most important and injurious effects it weuld pro- 
duce, would be to repeal the law establishiag the 
ordnance corps. Mr. M. here described the origin 
of thatcorps, and explained its duties and its use- 
fuiness. An amendment cou'd, in his opinion, be 
offered, that would accomplish the desired object of 
reduction, without being liable to the objections 
that existed to the one before the committee. His 
friend from Illinois [Mr. ReyNno.ps] had reminded 
him that he was chairman of the committee who 
reported the bill for raising the regiments of dra~ 
goons, and that he also veted for it. That was 
very true; and he would remark, that there were 
circumstances then existing which, in his opinicn, 
rendered the measure necessary. It was recom- 
mended by the President of the United States; and 
the situation of the country, both on the North- 
eastern border, and with regard to our Indian rela- 
tions, called for it. 

There was the Indian war pending in Alabama 
and Georgia, the Florida war just about commen- 
cing, and there was danger of collision on our 
Northeastern border. But he would also observe, 
that, though he voted for this bill, be did not alto- 
gether approve of its details. He had, however, 
accomplished some good, both in the House and 
in the committee-room, though many of his pro- 
positions had been overruled in each. The Sen- 
ate, for instance, had sent a bill to them increas- 
ing the army to 15,000 men; ant it was by his 
exertions that it was finally passed with 3,009 !ess. 
He would no’, however, now go into that subject, 
but return to the proposition before the com- 
mittee. Now that the Florida war was about to 
be closed, there was no necessity fur keeping up 
the army to its present extent, even if there were 
an apprehension of a war with England, of which 
he had no fears. Even in that case, an amend- 
ment could be framed which, while it reduced the 
army toa considerable extent, would place it in 
such a situation as to enable Congress to fil it up 
to any extent that might be necessary. 

When the naval appropriation bill was before 
the House, he urged upon jt the importance of 
preserving a difference between a peace and war 
establishment; showing, as he thought conc'usive- 
Jy, that a much smaller complement of men would 
be necessary in time of peace than in time of war. 
He had the same views with regard to the army. 
He was for having a smaller complement of men 
in time of peace; but, at the same time, preserving 
the skeleton of an efficientarmy, which couid be 
easily filled up when occasion required. Mr. 
McK. here referred to Mr. Calhoun’s able report 
on the military peace esiablishment, previous to 
the reduction of the army at the ciose of the last 
war, as the plan he would now adopt. 

Mr. FILLMORE desired to know if the gentle- 
man did not report and advocate the bill of 1838? 

Mr. McKAY said that he did. But did the hon- 
orable gentleman suppose that he could successfully 
arraign him before that House, and convict him of 
inconsistency? He could tell the gentleman that 
he had never done an act, orgiven a vote there, 
that he could not justify before his constituents. 
He had been re-elected twice since that time, not- 
withstanding he was assailed for having given that 
vote; showing that his constituents approved ef 
what he had done. They knew the circumstances 
under which he acted, and were satisfied with his 
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conduc!. His colleague [Mr. Stanty] had assailed 
him for having voted for that bill; and he had 
made a speech on that occasion, giving his reasons 
for having done so. That speech, it was true, had 
never been published, thoagh he had it among his 
pape It had been written out for him by one of 
the reporters of this House; and it contained, in his 
opinion, a complee justification of the majority of 
the House who passed the measure. If the gentle- 
man wanied to see it, he would give it to him with 
much pleasur 


rm 


Tae gentleman from Tennessee had anticipated 
much that he had intended to say with regard to 
the manuer of making the reduction. He had al- 
yeady explained the manner in which the increase 
was effected, in 1838.Mr. McK. then went into a 
detailed history of the different additions that have 
been made to the army since the passage of the 
act putting iton the peace establishment; afier 
which, he submitted his plan for reduction. The 
Florida war, he said, having beer ended, and pre- 
suming that our pacific relations with England and 
the rest of Europe would be continued, the time 
had arrived when a reduction was both necessary 
and expedient. We do not propose, said he, to lop 
off the officers at present in the service. They 
have been educated for the public service, have 
adopted the profession, and it would be unjust to 
hem to throw them off. They should be retained 
for these reasons, and also for the purpose of form- 
ing a nucleus fora large army, when circumstances 
rendered.it necessary for us to haveit. 

Then he would make a reduction in the number 
of privates of 3,100 men; whick could easily be 
done, as the Secretary of War had reported that 
there was already a deficiency of 1,838, and had 
applied for an appropriation to defray the expense 
of recruiting them. The reduction of the remain- 
ing 1,200 and odd cou'd be made by enlisting no 
more recruiis, and even by discharging, with their 
own consent, some of those im the service. He 
would not repeal the act of 1838, creating the ad- 
ditional regiment, though he would bring it down 
1o the peace establishment of 1821. He was op- 
pored to many of the details of that act, though he 
voied for it, and it was through his efforts that the 
subsequent act was passed. We had two regiments 
of dragoons, and he was willing that one of them 
should be reduced. One of them ought to be re- 
tained for the protection of the Western frontiers 
against the Indians, and for preserving peace 
among the Indian tribes; which we were bound to 
do, 2s cavalry was better than infantry for that 
service. If itshould not be deemed expedient to dis- 
band ove of these regiments, he would be for convert- 
ing it inio arifle regiment. We now kad no rifle 
regiment in our service; and the cost of maintain- 
ing a regiment of riflemen would not be more than 
half that of maintaining a regiment of horse. 

It had been cbserved that the staff of the army 
had been increased to an unreasonable extent, and 
that it ought to be reduced. On that head he would 
observe, that if it was proposed to give up the sys- 
tem of internal improvements, considerable reduc- 
tion might be made in the corps of topographical 
engineers. This corps was increased for the pur- 
pose of taking the place of the civil engineers, who 
had before that been employed in public surveys. 
But if the system of improving harbors and rivers 
was not to go on, some of them might be dispensed 
with. Mr. McK. ther touched uyon a reduction 
that might be made in the emoluments of the 
officers. Under the act of 1892, double rations 
were allowed to all officers commanding separate 
posis; but the committee was, perhaps, not aware 
of the extent to which the construciion of this act 
hai been carried, by creating separate posts. 
The amount expended last year for doubf® rations 
alone would surprise them. ‘hey were not, per- 
haps, avare tha' every bureau of the War Depart- 
ment was constituted a separate post. Go into 
Genera! Jesup’s reom, into General Jones’s room, 
into the Commanding General’s room, &c. &c, 
and you wiil fiad that, by a construction of the act 
of 1802, they are constituted separate posts, and 
entitled to double rations. We are going on in th:s 
country, following in the footsteps of England, 
copying her abuses as well as her legislation. In 
kis searches in the library, he had found many 


curious documents, and, among others, the origin of 
our Treasury sysem. He had always been given 
to understand that the credit of organizing the 
Treasury Department was due to the genius of 
Alexander Hamilton; but, to his surprise, he found 
that he had copied it, almost verbatim, noi even 
changing namcs, from an English statute. Soit 
was wiih almost everyihing e'se. [A member here 
reminded Mr. McK. that we had the exchequer 
plan also. ] 

To return to the army. By the act of 1821, 
one major general, and two brigadier generals, 
were created. Now, would the committee believe 
that they had had, for years, several major gen- 
erals, and a dozen brigadiers, receiving the pay as 
such, while the law provided for only one major 
general and tivo brigadiers? So, also, there were 
more colonels, more maj rs, and more captains, 
than the law allowed. The late Mr. Lowndes— 
that greatand able statesman—attempted to remedy 
this abuse by the law of 1821, but the act was im- 
perfectly framed; so that, by a construction given 
to it, all these additional ranks had received pay. 
Did the committee know what the pay of a major 
general was? If not, he could inform them, tor 
he had obtained ail the details. It was about eight 
thoneand dollars a year. 

Afier a few further remarks, Mr. Mcit. gave 
way to 

Mr. WELLER, who moved that the committee 
rise; which was carried. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from the bill providing indemnity 
for French spoliations prior to 1800; but it was ob- 
jected to by Messrs. CAVE JOHNSON and PROF- 
FIT, and the motion was not put. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON offered a resolution call- 
ing on the Secretary cf War for information rela- 
live to the disbursement of the ar propriation, under 
the actof 2d March, 1841, for defraying certain 
Indian expenditures; which was adopted. 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, the bill for 
the benefit of the clergy of the District of Colum- 
bia; and the bill to abolish imprisonment for debt, 
except in the cate of fraud, in the District of Co- 
lumbia; were severally read twice, and referred. 

Mr. CHAPMAN offered a resolution, the pur- 
port of which was not heard. 

Mr. CROSS offered a resolution, directing the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to inquire into the 
expediency of making an appropriation for running 
and marking the line of demarcation between the 
territory of the United States and the Republic of 
Texas; which was adopted. 

The following bills from the Senate were seve- 
rally read twice, and referred : 

The bill for the relief of Francis A. Harris. 

The bill for the relief of Archibald Barker, a sol- 
dier of the late war. 

The bill authorizing the commissioners of Lake 
county, Illinois, to enter a quarter section of land 
for the seat of justice of said county. 

On motion of Mr. W. W. IRWIN, he was ex- 
cused from servirg on the select committee raised 
to inquire into the causes of the dismissal of a 
clerk in the Pension Office. 

On motion of Mr. WELLER, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Wepnespay, May 25, 1842, 

The resolution of Mr. Merrick, defining what 
communications and papers, which from time to 
time might be transmitted from the departments to 
the Senate and its committees, shall be considered 
confidentia!; and the substitute proposed by Mr. 
McRosesnts, requiting the transaction of executive 
business with open doors; came up in their order— 
the latter Senator being entitled to the flocr. 

On the suggestion of Mr. BUCHANAN, who 
was apprehensive that the discussion of these res- 
olutions might interfere with the apportionment 
bill, they were passed over informally. 

Mr CRITTENDEN, from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, reported back, witheut amendment, iouse 
bill for the relief of James Williams. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill which goes to 
provide that one term of the Federal court of the 











Siate of Ohio shall be held at Cincinnati, instead of 
two being held at Columbus. Mr. C said it was not 
so important as to what manner the question should 
be decided, as that it shonld be decided. 

The question was put, and agreed to, and the 
Senate took up said bill, as in committee of the 
whole; and there being no tolion to amend the 
same, it was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. TAPPAN said he had been requested by 
some lawyers of Cincinnati to favor the passage of 
the bill; but he had not received any other informa- 
tion from other parts of the State, and therefore did 
not know whether the change proposed met with 
ihe approbation generally of those interested, or not. 
He would not, however, raise any question as to the 
propriety of the passage of the bill. 

The bill was then ordered to te engrossed for a 
third reading; and was subsequently read the third 
time, and passed. 

The resolution of Mr. Bayarp, proposing to 
raise a committee to inquire into the propriety of ap- 
pointing for the Senate a corps of reporters, came 
up in its order. . 

On motion of Mr. STURGEON, its further con- 
sideration was postponed, for the purpose of taking 
up, as in committee of the whole, 

THE APPORTIONMENT BILL. 

The questions immediately pending were the 
amerdmen's preposel by the Judiciary Committee, 
striking out the ratio of 50,179, adopted by the 
House of Representatives, and substituting 50,000 
as the ratio; and a provision to represent fractions, 
by giving an additional Representative to such 
States whose fraction exceeded a moiety of the 
ratio of 50,000; and the amendment striking out 
that portion of the bill making it obligatory on the 
States to adopt the district sysiem of representation, 
each district to be composed of contiguous territory, 
and ‘to return but one Representative; and substi- 
tu'ing a provision leaving it cptional with the 
States to adopt either the district or general-ticket 
system, but retaining that portion requiring that 
the districts sha!l be of contiguous territory, sending 
one Representative, if the district system should be 
preferred. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON observed that it was not 
his intention to trouble the Senate with a lung 
speech on this subject, or to consume time in going 
over the ground already traversed by those who 
had preceded him. He would not, therefore, have 
risen to say one word, had not the yeas and nays 
bren called for; but as his vote was to be recorded, 
he thought it due to himself and the Senate to state 
that, in giving it, he was not influenced by the effect 
which this amendment would have on his own 
State; for, whether it prevailed or not, wasa matter 
of no con#quence to Connecticut, as far as she 
was individually concerned. But the manner in 
which it would affect the small States of the Union, 
being a matter of the greatest importance to them, 
was a subject of general interest in which he par- 
ticipated. 

Mr. H. then entered into a review, in detail of 
the arguments in favor of the proposi'ion, and then 
of the objections urged against the bill of 1792. 

There was a report made in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in 1832, to which allusion had not 
been made in this discussion. 

Two reasons had been assigned for General 
Washineton’s that he considered the 
bill of 1792 gave to some of the States more Rep- 
resentatives than they would be entitled to, accord- 
ing to the ratio of 30,009, limited by the Constitu- 
tion; the other, that there was no proportion or 
division capable of producing equality throughout 
the States. Now, he contended that General 
Washington had considerable doubts of the pro- 
priety of vetoing that bill; in proof of which, he 
referred to extracts from Mr. Jefferson’s letters, 
quoted in the report. 

Allusion had been repeatedly made to the bill of 
1792. That bill had passed the Senate by a vote 
of 14 in the affirmative—13 voting in the negative. 
Among those who voted for it, were the names of 
many who had assisted in the formation of the 
Constitution. If sach men as Justice Ellsworth 
were in favor of the bill, was it not evidence that 
the framers of the Constitution intended the prin- 
ciple now contended for by the Senator from 
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Georgia should be the principle of the Constitu- 
tion? 

The convention had, at first, the intention of fix- 
ing the ratio at 40,000; and the bill of 1792 was 
draughted with that ratio. I: was not until an a:- 
vanced peried of its consideration that the ratio 
was reduced to 30,000. It was upon a motion to 
reconsider that it was substituted. He quoted the 
debate to show this; and read an extract from the 
President’s remarks on the subject. 

It was to benefit the smaller Sates the change 
was made. New Hampshire, for instance, would 
have had two Representatives, with a fraction of 
22,000, had the ratio of 40,000 been adopted; but 
at the ratio of 30,000, she was to have three Rep- 
resentatives. In like manner he pointed out the 
effects of the change on several other small States. 
He used this argument to show that the framers of 
the Constitution intended to carry out the principle 
of representing fractions, as far as practicable. 

The document he had referred to brought to his 
view an analogous ease which had arisen in the 
State of New York. The Legislature of that 
State, in 1791, uncer a constitution similar to the 
Federal Cofstitution in that respect, adopted a 
rule carrying out this principle: how long the Le- 
gislature acted upon it, he did not know. He read 
the clauses in the constitution of New York bear- 
ing on this point. It was in principle the same as 
the principle in the Federal Constitution—that di- 
rect taxation and representation should be eccord- 
ing to numbers. In 1791, the Senate of New 
York decided that a fraction in any of the coun- 
ties exceeding halt the ratio should be entitled to 
an additional Representative; and that rule became 
the law, and was acted upon by the General As- 
sembly. ‘This precedent he considered entitled to 
more weight than the objections quoted from Gen. 
Washington’s veto message; which objections, 
however applicable to the bill of 1792, were whol- 
ly inapplicable to the bill now under considera- 
tion. 

He asked, what did the Constitution mean by 
the expression thai “direct taxes and representa: 
tives shail be apportioned to the States in propor- 
tion to their respective numbers?” The meaning 
of this was, that any one State (for instaner, New 
Hampshire) should be entitled to a number of 
Representatives, in the same prop srtion to the whole 
number of Federal Representatives which its pop- 
ulation bore to the Federal populaticn of the Union. 
This he illustrated by arithmetica! rules of prepor- 
tion. 

There could be no doubt, then, that if the uni- 
formity of taxation and representation cannot be 
mathematically carried out, it must be done arith- 
metically, as nearly as practicable. 

He contended that every apportionment bill hith- 
erto passed had carried out this principle in some 
way or other, though not exactly as the amendment 
now under consideration provides. This he illus- 
trated by taking the bill signed by General Wash- 
ington in 1792, after that which he had vetoed. 
He argued, that if the whole population of the 
Union, at that time, was taken as one term of the 
proportion, and the whole number of Representa- 
tives as another; then the population of New Hamp- 
shire, in proportion to the Federal popula ion, Would 
have been entiiled to one Representative less than 
that bill allotted to her. The way in which it was 
contrived to give New Hampshire this additional 
Representative was, by adopling a ratio for repre- 
sentation which produced a result more favorable 
to her, and to other small States with large frac- 
tions, than the proportion of respective numbers in 
population, compared with the aggregate population 
of the whole Union. 

This, he contended, was a direct carrying out of 
the principle of representing fractions now con- 
tended for. It was on the same principle that 
every succeeding apportionment bill had been 
framed and acted upon. In the only two cases 
during this Government, in which resort had been 
had to direct taxation, a construction had been 
given to the Constitution, that Federal numbers 
should be the criterion; which justified the assump- 
tion that the precedent was established of basing 
representation upon Federal population. 

He would yote for the amendment, because he 
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conceived it Was a principle conscnant with the 
intention of the Constitution, and best calculated to 
do justice to the small States. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that it had been 
suppo<ed there was some inconsistency in the re- 
marks of Judge Marshall which he quoted yester- 
day; but, in strictness, there was no inconsistency 
whatever, as the passages referred to were perfec’- 
ly recogcilable. This he showed by reading the 
extracis and specifying their application. Healso 
queied Mr. Madison’s comments. Mr. Madison 
was a leader in the debate; and he was also con- 
sulted by General Washiagion in his consideration 
of the veto. He says, Gen. Washington thought 


| the bill might be brought within the language of the 


Constitution ; but it is far from appearing that he 
thought it could be made constitutional in principle. 
At Gen, Washington’s request, Mr. Jefferson, Mr. 
Madison, and Mr. Randolph consulted; and, hav- 
ing agreed on the veto, they drew it up ; and, up- 
on Mr. Jefferson’s pledge of honor that it was in 


| conformity with his opinion, Gen. Washington 


signed it. 

Mr. W. entered into many details to show the 
difficulties which existed at the time in reference to 
the fractions; cccasionally quoting extracts in sup: 
port of hisargument. It was toset the matter right 
with regard to these inferences, that he bad risen. 

Mr. WALKER referred to one of the objections 
in General Washington’s time—that a scramble 
would be created for the fractions; but no such 
thing could occur in reference to this bill. He had 
discovered that the way in which the Congress of 
1792 ascertained that there should be 120 Repre- 
sentatives, was, by dividing the whole number of 
the Federal population by 30.000. Of this he had 


| cotemporaneous evidence. He quoted the grounds 


of objection stated in General Washington’s veto. 
He was glad thie Senator from New Hampshire 
had shown that this veto was drawn up by Jeffer- 
son, aided by Madison and Randolph. It was now 
clear that they and General Washington had con. 
siderable doubts of the propriety of the veto. He 
next referred to the arguments of the Senator from 
Delaware, (Mr. Bayarp,] and he asked him what 
ratio could be adopted which would give the same 
number of Representatives that the House now 
has—242. ‘There was a vast variety of numbers 
which, as applied to 26 States, would not work out 
the result sought for. He denied that it was possible 
to begin by fixing an arbitrary number. 

Mr. BAYARD replied that he could show, from 
the table furnished with the bill, taat 62279 would 
give 242 members. 

Mr. WALKER was not aware that was in the 
table. But he asked the Senator, could he point out 
a ratio that wou'd give 241 members. 

Mr. BAYARD answered that he could—the 
ratio of 62,351 would give it. 

Mr. WALKER said, before he had done, he 
would point out many numbers that no ratio could 
be provided for. 

Mr. BAYARD interposed, to say that the first 
consideration sheuld be the number of Representa- 
tives most desirable for the Federal body of Rep- 
resentatives. That being fixed, the apportionment 
of them among the States must be according to 
their respective numbers, in proportion to the Fed- 
eral population. This being plain, the inquiry 
came as to the relation between the Representa- 
tives individually, and their respective constituent 
bodies. If the commoa ratio is fixed by law, it 
stands in place of the constilutional ratio. If the 
fixed ratio is 50,000, and one State has only one 
amount of this ratio, leaving a fraction of 30,000 
unrepresented, these 30,000 had no right to com. 
plain; for the Constitution says they shall not have 
a Representative until they come up to a full ratio. 
If one State happened to be left with a Jarge frac- 
tion by this bill, it would have its chauce of being 
left with a very small fraction by the next appor- 
tionment bill. Sach would probably be the case 
withrregard to Mississippi. 

Mr. WALKER continued his remarks: he con- 
tended that the rule of the Constitution was not 
violated so long as no one State was assigned more 
Repr. sentatives than one to every 30,000. 

Mr. BAYARD observed that he said the ratio 
of 30,000 in the Constitution was a minimum; but 


| 
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when a higher ratio was adopted by iaw, it was a 
substitute for the ratio in the Constitution. He 
asked if the Senator maintained that, if the ratio was 
50,000 by law, and a State had a fraction of 25,000 
over that ratio, it was constitutional to give it a Rep- 
resentative for that fraction? 

Mr. WALKER replied: the whole number of 
the State being greater than two ratios of 30,000, 
it was constitutional to give ittwo members. If he 
was violating any constitutional principle with re« 
gard to the other House, he ought to feel alarmed; 
but he was doing no such thing; he was pursuing 
quite an opposite course: he was endeavoring to 
come the nearest to the great republican principle 
of the Constitution, that every human being should, 
if possible, be represented. 

Mr. ALLEN observed, that if any ratio could 
be devised between 50,000 and 60,000, that would 
do equal justice to all parts of the Union, he would 
be in favor of it. He would say, however, that, 
as Congress had to act upon this matter, and as it 
was impossible to do equal justice to all parts of 
the Union, the Senate should not be deterred trom 
action because some injustice must be done. The 
inequality was augmented by the progression of 
population. He would instance Ohio, in which the 
increase of population was so progressive, that du- 
ring the last part of the ten years just expired there 
were 300,000 inhabitants of that State not repre- 
sented. If they bad been represented, Ohio would 
have had six members more than she bad. Such 
would be the case with regard to the next ten years. 
He believed the increase in the population of Ohio, 
from the taking of the census till the time this ap- 
portionment is to go into operation, wi!! be at 
least 159,000; a portion of the population which 
will not be represented for the ensuing ten years. 
He mentioned these things to show that inequali- 
ties cannot be helped. He did not blame the Con- 
stitution nor Congress. He would vote against the 
amendment, not because he belonged toa large 
State, or had nosympathy for a small State. Such 
was not his feeling: he deeply regretted that the 
State of Mississippi should be left with so large a 
fraction. He would gladly see such a ratio 
adopted as would change that result, and avoid 
such an inequality with regard io any State; but he 
advanced many reasons why he could not vote for 
the amendment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN observed that it was im- 
possible to make any speculations on the annual 
increase of population in any State or States. The 
Constitution inhibits Congress from entering into 
speculations of that nature; therefore, it was impos- 
sible to pay any regard to the considerations upon 
which the Senator from Ohio based bis arguments 
as to the injustice done to his State, by leaving 
150,000 of its inhabitants without any representa- 
tion, when this bill shall go into operation in 1843. 

Mr. ALLEN interposed, and explained that he 
had made no complaints of injustice to his State 
by this bill, nor had he made use of any arguments 
against the bill itself. He had merely endeavored 
to show that it was impossible to avoid inequalities 
by any ratio which might be adopted. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN resumed his remarks, and 
endeavored to reduce the discussion to the real 
question at issue. He recapitulated the circum- 
stances under which General Washing’on vetoed 
the bill of 1792. General Washington did not say 
that there should be acommon divisor. His ob- 
jection was, that no common divisor could produce 
the results of the proposed bill; itwas neither neces- 
sary nor proper to give his words a meaning which 
they did not obviously bear. 

It seemed to him that nothing but sophistry could 
bring gentlemen to a conclusion that it was more 
consonant to the Constitution to leave a large un- 
represented fraction thana small one. He review- 
ed the assumption made by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, as to bis preliminary or initiatory ratio, and 
coniended that his assumption was without founda- 
tion. 

It made no odds at which end Congress began. 
It was just as easy to agree upon a common meas- 
ure, to ascertain how many members there shoukl 
be, as to begin with a given. number of Represent», 
atives, and from it ascertain the ratio. All 
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work equally and uniformly. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee thought it the nearest approach practicable 
to the dictates of the Constitution, to give Repre- 
sentatives for fractions of such magnitude as 
25,000. He had no difficulty in believing it to be 
not only constitutional, but just and expedient. 

Mr. BAYARD remarked that there would be no 
difficulty in the question as to what number should 
constitute a House, because individual interests of 
onembers were not brought to bear on the question; 
but when the ratio is considered, individual inter- 
ests are excited, and immense difficulties arise to 
impede the adjustment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN contended that there was 
not any great difference; for, no matier which end 
was taken up first, the ratio would be in view all 
the time, and its effect on individual interests 
would be the same whether the number of Repre- 
sentatives or ratio was ihe first consideration. The 
Senator thinks members are to shut one eye, and 
look at the subject with the other. Now, he con- 
tended the whole bearings of the subject would be 
jooked at with both eyes, and all would be consid- 
ered. This, however, was not a subject at issue 
now. 

Mr. RIVES held it to be a fundamental princi- 
ple that a construction of either constitution or 
law which is practicable, in contradistinciion to 
the construction which is impracticable, should be 
adopted. ‘Those gentlemen, therefore, who con- 
tend that the principle of the Constitution is liter- 
ally impracticable, and that Congress is bound to 
come as hear as possible to the practicability of an 
impracticable principle, refute their own arguments 
in the very premises they assume. Now, he con- 
tended that the true principle of the Constitution— 
and, indeed, the only one not beset with difficulties 
—was set forth in the instrument itself, in terms so 
plain and simple in practice, that it required ex- 
traordinary ingenuity and sophistry to mystify it. 
Left to itself, it was asimple problem, which the 
veriest tyro in figures could work out with uner- 
ring precision. This principle was, that represent- 
ation shall be apportioned according to the respeci- 
ive numbers in the several States, and this was to 
be done by fixing a common ratio; and as often 
as that ratio goes into the population of each State, 
that Siate shold have a Representative. There was 
no impracticability in this—nothing about fractions; 
it Was a positive rule of the Constitution, and ad- 
mitted of no difficulties. 

Mr. R. here entered into a minute review of the 
debates in convention, io show the common and 
prevalent idea at the time with regard to a given 
ratio. Inthe original project drawn up by Mr. 
Pinckney, the proviso was made, that each State 
should be entitled to representation, according to 
the number of its inhabitants, at the rate of one 
member for every (blank) number of inhabitants; 
and so it continued in the report of the committee, 
and was retained till near the close of the debate. 
The whole of this proved that not only the con- 
vention, but the first Corgress under it, contem- 
plated no other rule than that of apportioning 
representation according to respective numbers. 
They were aware that, no matter what should be 
done, fractions would be left. Nothing could be 
more obvious than that they never intended the 
fractions should be represented. Mr. Jefferson, 
in the letter to which so much reference had been 
made, alludes very significantly to the subject. 
He (Mr. R ) referred also to the authority of Judge 
Marshall to show that the analogy contended for 
between direct taxes and representation did not 
apply. When the question came up of apportion- 
ing direct taxes according to representation, Mr. 
Ellsworth showed the injustice of such a rule. 

The unvarying and unbroken practice of this 
Government with regard to apportionment of rep- 
resentation was incubitable evidence of the fulfil- 
ment of the intention of the Constitution. There 
was noend to the encroachments which must re- 
sult from the slightest departure from the simple 
rule of the Constitution. Agree to a compound 
ratio, consisting of two unequal ratios, and there 
is nothing to prevent the adoption of a compound 
of fifteen sub-ratios: it would lead to an endless 
scramble for the representation of these fractions. 

His deliberate conviction was, that there was no 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








other constitutional rule of apportionment bat the 
plain and simple one laid down in the Constitution 
itself, which was practicable and susceptible of 
demonsiration to every one. 

It was impossible by any ingenious device to 
avoid inequalities, and the consequences of unrep- 
resented fractions, 

Mr. WHITE intended to vote for an increase of 
the ratio, and should come to the same conclusion 
tha! the Senator from Mississippi had arrived at, 
with regard to the accordance of the preposel 
anendment with the principles of the Constitution. 
He did nt consider the ratio of 30,000 in the Con- 
suutation was to be viewed in any way imperative, 
except as to its being the lowest limitation of such 
ratios ax Congress might adopt, If any ratio 
could be devised which would relieve the small 
Siates from the burden of the largest fractions, 
and throw that burden upon the majority of the 
States, he would be in favor of it. 

The question being on Mr. Watker’s motion to 
concur with the amendment of the Judiciary Com- 
militee, proposing to represent fractions, by allowing 
one additional Representative to such States whose 
fraction exceeded a moiety of the ratio of 50,000, 
said question was taken on yeas and nays, and re- 
sulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, Clayton, 
Conrad, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Evans, Fulton, Graham, Hender- 
son, Huntington, Kerr. Merrick, Morehead, Porter, Sevier, 
Simmons, Sprague, Tallmadge, Walker, White, Woodbridge, 
and Young—25 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Bayard, Benton, 
Buchanan, Calhoun, Crafis, King, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, 
Miller, Preston, Rives, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Williams, Woodbury, and Wright—22 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. BAYARD moved to strike out that portion 
of the bill fixing the ratio at 50,179, and to insert 
74,607 as the ratio. 

Mr. McROBERTS inquired of the Chair whether 
it would be in order to amend the motion by mov- 
jing another number as a ratio. 

The CHAIR was understood to say that it would 
not be then. 

Mr. KING remarked that many gentlemen were 
prepared to vote for striking out the ratio in the 
vill, who were not prepared to vote for the number 
proposed as a substitute. He therefore called for 
a division of the question, so as to have the vote 
on striking out first. 

Mr. WOODBURY was opposed to striking out 
for the purpose of inserting that specific number. 

Mr. BAYARD said, as it seemed to be desirable, 
he would move merely to strike out the ratio fixed 
by the Heuse, and leave the question of inserting 
for an independent motien. 

Mr. MERRICK was opposed to striking out the 
present ratio, without he knew what number was 
intended to be substituted as the ratio. He pre- 
ferred a compound motion of striking out and in- 
serting. 

Mr. BAYARD believed that it was the general 
sense almost of the Senate, not to adopt the ratio 
fixed by the House; and it was with that view, he 
moved to strike it out. If it be stricken out, then 
the question of what will be the right ratio will 
arise; and, in order to disembarrass that question, 
he was willing to modify his motion to one of 
striking out merely; which motion, if it prevailed, 
he would follow up by a motion to insert 74,607 
as the ratio. 

Mr. WRIGHT, understanding that the motion 
now was one for simply striking out the ratio of 
50,179, fixed by the House, demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. MERRICK said he would vote against the 
motion to strike out, not because he was in favor 
of the ratio fixed by the House, but because the 
motion was not a perfect proposition; for, in voting 
for the motion to strike out, he would not know 
what he was voting ir its stead. 

Mr. WRIGHT said, as he had called for the yeas 
and nays on the motion, it was proper that he should 
state his reasons for so doing. He called for them 
because he was in favor of retaining the ratio 
fixed by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. WOODBURY stated that he was now forced 
to vote against changing the ratio, when he might 
otherwise desire a change— 

Because now New Hampshire was authorized to 





have one additional Representative for only about 
39 000 additional or fractional population. 

But another illustration of the unforeseen injust- 
ice done to some Siates, compared with others, by 


| this representation of fractions—when its advo- 
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cates professed to do it with a view to prevent com- 
para‘ive injustice—he would merely state the two 
following cases: 

By this bill, you now give to New Jersey seven 
members, and Maryland nine— 
New Jersey, by some of the tables, has a federal 








population of - - - 373,037 
Maryland, one of only - - 433,432 
Tie difference between them is but - 66,395 
Yet you give Maryland two additional 

Representatives—one for - - 50,000 
And one, comparatively, for only the 

small fraction of - - - 10,395 


The only other case I will now name is New 
Jersey compared with Illinois— 
The former, as before, has a federal population 





of - - - . - 373 037 
Illinois has but - ‘ - 476,051 
Ora majority of but - - - 103,014 
Yet, you give to Illinois ten Represent- 

atives by this bil!, and New Jersey 

but seven; that is, comparatively, you 

give her two for - - - 100,000 
And a third for the inconsiderable frac- 

tion of - - - : 3,014 


The question was then put on Mr. Bayarp’s mo- 
tion to suike out the ratio of 50,179, fixed by the 
House; and carried in the affirmative, on yeas and 
nays, as follows: Yeas 25, nays 23. 

VCAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Bayard, Berrien, Buchanan, 


Calhoun, Clayton, Crafts, Cuthbert, Evans, Fulton, Graham, 
King, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, Preston, Rives, Sevier, 
Smith of Indiana, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, White, Williams, 


and Woodbridge—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Barrow, Bates, Benton, Choate, 
Conrad, Crittenden, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, Merrick, 
Miller, Morehead, Porter, Simmons, Smith of Connecticut, 
Sprague, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, Wright, and 
Young—23. 


On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the Senate 
then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, May 25, 1842. 

Mr. BURKE presented the petition of Francis 
Green, of Rindge, New Hampshire, a soldier of 
the Revolution, praying Congress to place him upon 
the invalid pension rojl of the United States. 

Mr. HUNT presented the memorial of Leonard 
Reed, and 80 others, of Pittstown, Rensselaer coun- 
ty, New York, in favor of protecting American 
labor and industry. 

Also, the memorial of George T. Denison, and 
72 others, of Berlin, Rensselaer county, to the same 
effect. 

Mr. FILLMORE said, as it was yesterday un- 
derstood that committees would this morning be 
called for reports, he called for the order of the 
day. * 

Committees were then accordingly called for 
reports. 

Mr. COWEN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a series of bills—viz: 

A bill for the relief of Jchn Jones. 

A bill for the relief of Moses M. Strong. 

A bill for the relief of the administrator of John 
Jackson. 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Robert T. Spence. 

A bill for the relief of Peter Lionberger. 

These several bills, which were each accompa- 
nied by a report, were read twice, and committed 
to the Committee oc the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. COWEN, from the same committee, made 
a report, in writing, containing the views of the 
committee of the necessity which exists for the em- 
ployment of a clerk. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he hoped the gen- 
tleman from Ohio would give some reason for the 
employment of aclerk during the vacation. 
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Mr. BARNARD said he hoped the time of the 
House would not be taken up with a debate. 

Mr. COWEN was understood to say that the 
committee had assigned their reasons in their re- 
part; and all he now desired was, that the report 
should be printed for the perusal of members. 

The report was accordingly laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COWEN, from the Committee of Claims, 
moved that permission be given to Dr. James H. 
Andrews, on whose petition the committee had re- 
ported adversely, to withdraw his pgtition and pa- 
pers; which was agreed to. 

Mr. COWEN, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of Augustus Steele, 
of Florida; George W. Walioo, Mary Weedman, 
William Cooley, Morgan Simpson, Victor L. Gor- 
don, Robert Woodworth, M. Cunningham, J. and 
N. Hamblin, William Rice, Parthenia Beard, as- 
signee of David Beard, Daniel Spencer, and Mil- 
ler Hallowes. 

Mr. COWEN, from the same committee, 
moved that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of William 
Fuller ; and also of Orlando Saltmarsh and Wil- 
liam Overton; and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads; which 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COWEN made an adverse report upon the 
petition of Luther Halsey, which was made the or- 
der of the day for Monday next ; and a like report 
on the petition of J. T. D. Lainer, petition agent, 
of Illinois. 

Mr. COWEN reported a joint resoiution from 
the Senate, whose object was to prevent the recep- 
tion of a petition for a claim which had once been 
acted upon and rejecied, unless it came supported 
by new testimony. It was proposed to add this to 
the rules of the two Houses. 

Mr. ADAMS doubied the propriety, if not the 
constitutionali'y, of this resolution. He objected 
to it, because it would have the effect of restricting 
the right of petition. 

Mr. COWEN begged io inform the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that the resolution did not pre- 
vent the petition being presented, if any member of 
Congress would certify that, in his opinion, the de- 
cision which had been made upon it was erroneous. 

Mr. ADAMS remarked that he would not agree 
to it with such a resiriction. The right of petition 
was a sacred right to the people of this Union, and 
more especially on the subject of claims. 

Mr. BARNARD inguired if this debate was in 
order. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST observed that the reso!u- 
lion was extensive in its operation, and required 
mature consideration. 

Mr. ADAMS inguired whether 
over, as it gave rise to debate. 

The SPEAKER said it must, if it was objected 
to. 

Mr. ADAMS said that he objected. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that it be made 
the special order of the day for Friday week. 

Mr. BARNARD asked whether that motion 
was in order, and whether, as the resolution gave 
rise to debate, it should not lie over. He objected 
to it. 

Mr. ARNOLD asked if the gentleman had the 
right to object, when it was the report of the com- 
mittee. 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
make the resolution the special order for Friday 
week; which was not carried—two-ihirds not voting 
in the affirmative. The resolution was then passed 
over. 

Mr. ARNOLD, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported the following bill; which was read twice, 
and committed to the Committee of the Whole: 

A bill for the relief of John R. Delany. 

Mr. T. W. WILLIAMS, from the Committee 
on Commerce, reporied a bill to establish a port of 
entry at Havre-de-Grace, in Maryland; which was 
read twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Commerce, moved that that committee be dis- 


it did not go 


charged from the consideration of the petition of 
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Adam McCulloch; and that it be referred to the 
Commiitee of Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN moved that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the bill to extend 
the collection district of Wiscasset. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON inquired its effect. 

Mr. ALLEN explained. 

The Commitiee of the Whole was then dischar- 
ged; and the bill was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. TOLAND, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill making appropriations for 
the erection of custom-houses and public store- 
houses; which was read twice, and committed to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASEY, irom the Commitiee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred a bill from the Sen- 
ate, entitled “An act authorizing the relinquish- 
ment of the 16th sections granted for the use of 
schools, and the entry of other lands in lieu there- 

of,” reported | the same with an amendment, and it 
was commiited to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, reported a bill to be enti- 
tied “An act to amend an act to carry into effect, 
in the States of Alabama and Mississippi, the ex- 
isting compacts with those States in regard to the 
five per cent. fund and school reservations.” 

The bill was read the first and second times 

Mr. T. moved that the bill be read a third time, 
and put upon iis passage. And the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CARUTHERS inquired what were the full 

and entire provisions ef the bill? 
* Mr, THOMPSCN replied that, in the year 1834, 
the United States entered into a — with the 
Chickasaw Indians for the cession of their lands 
lying in the State of Mississippi, and a small por- 
tion of their lands lying in Alabama. This treaty 
differed in iis provisions from any other ever en- 
tered into by this Government with any other tribe 
of Indians. In the first place, each Chickasaw 
was entitled to certain reservations of land; and, 
in the second place, the residue of the lands shall 
be sold by the United Statés, for the use and on 
the beliali of the Chickasaw Indians; and that the 
moneys arising from such sales, after defraying 
the necessary expenses of sale, shall be kept by 
this Government as a trustee for the Indians. In 
this arrangement, Mississippi was deprived of her 
ackaowledged rights—her 16th sections, secured to 
her by the solemn compacts of this Government 
for the use of schools. In 1836 Congress felt the 
injustice done the State of Mississippi, and passed 
the law to which this bill is an amendment. Taat 
law provides that lands equal in quantity to these 
of which the State of Mississippi had been de- 
prived by the Chickasaw treaty, should be selected, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry, from any public lands contiguous to the Chick- 
asaw cession, remaining unsold, which had been 
offered at public sale. 

The Legislature, in their memorial, which has 
been referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
set forth that there are no lands in that State re- 
maining unsold, which have been offered at public 
sale, which are equal in velue to the lands of 
which the State has been deprived. This state- 
ment he (Mr. T.) was prepared, from personal 
knowledge, to endorse. The changes made by this 
bill were to give the selection uf these lands to the 
Governor of the State, instead of the Secretary of 
the Treasury; because he will take a deeper inter- 
est in the matter, and the people will feel a stronger 
disposition to acquiesce in his selections. It also 
gives the Governor the power to select their lands 
out of any public lands remaining unsold in the 
land districts contiguous to the Chickasaw cession, 
which was but just and fair; and yet he doubted if 
lands could be selected fully equivalent in value 
to the Jands of which the State had been deprived. 
Bat yet it was ail Congress could, with proprie- 

ty, be called upon to do it. 

After a few words from Messrs. PAYNE, FILL- 
MORE, HALL, BARNARD, CROSS, and EVER- 
ETT, the bill was made the order of the day for 
Welnesday next. 

Mr. BREWSTER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which had been referred the bill 
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sent of Congress to the State of Illinois to impose 

a tax upon all lands hereafter sold by the United 
States in that State, from and after the time of such 
sale,”’ reported that, in the opinion of the commit- 
tee, the bill ought not to be passed into a law. It 
was committed to the Commitiee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. BREWSTER, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Benja- 
min Elliot; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which had been re- 
ferred a bill from the Senate, entitled ** An act for 
the relief of Hezekiah Cunningham,” reported the 
same without amendment; and it was committed 
to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BARNARD, from the Commiitee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred, on the 221 of 
April last, the bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Richard Shubrick, with instructions to report 
whether widows and orphans of officers who died 
before the passage of the resolution of the 15th 
May, 1778, are entitled to seven years’ half-pay, 
under the resolution of the 24th Aug»st, 1780, 
reported that they are notentitled. The report was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Judiciary Committee, 
moved that the report made in the case of Alex- 
ander McComb be recommitted to that commaittee; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXWELL, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made an adverse report on the petition 
of the administrators of Benjamin Fry; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the same committee, 
reported, without amendment, the Senate bill for 
the relief of Thomas Haskins and Ralph Haskins; 
and it was committed to the Commitiee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Commitiee on 
Revolutionary Claims, made an adverse report on 
the petition of Philip R. Rice. He also reported a 
bill for the relief of Joseph W. Newcomb; which 
was read twice, and committed to the Committee 
of the Whole. 


Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made adverse repofts on the peti- 
tions of the hens of James Broaders; of Lucy 
Marks, widow of John Marks; of the heirs of 
Lieut. William Lewis; and of the heirs of Dr. 
William Rickman. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the same committee, 

made an adverse report on the petition of Daniel 
Starr. 
Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported Senate bill for the relief of 
Valerian Allain, without amendment; and ii was 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. He also reported a bill for 
the relief of William Walker; which was read twice, 
and committed to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. He made an adverse re- 
port in the case of Samuel Gladney; and, on his 
motion, it was ordered that George A. Waggaman, 
R. Toledam, Fergus Gardner, Thomas B. Lee, L. 
Eyma, and Patrick Foley, have leave to withdraw 
their petitions. 


Mr. MERIWETHER, from the Commitiee on 
Public Expenditures, made an additional report, in 
relation to the expenditures for the improvement 
of the navigation at the mouth of the river Mis- 
sissippi, particularly in relation to the conduct and 
accounts of Captain Talcott, superintendent of that 
work. 


Mr. M., from the same committee, to which was 


Ohio, praying a reduction of the salaries or com- 
pensation of all officers of the Government, made 
a detailed report in relation to the exp@nditures of 
the Government, civil, military, and naval; and 
recommending retrenchment and reform ia various 
branches and bureaus of the public service. 

He also reported the following bills: 

A bill to reduce the pay of the officers of the 
Federal Government. 

A bill forthe better regulation of the navy; to 
repeal the act of March 3d, 1837, providing for the 
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more equa! distribution of the navy pension fund; 
and to reduce the navy to a peace establishment. 

A bill to reduce the military establishment of 
the United States, and for other purposes. 

A bill reguiating the payment of expenses ac- 
cruiug in the coliection of duties On imports. 

These biils were respectively read twice, and 
were committed to the Committee of the Wiole. 

Mr. HUDSON, from :he Committee on Pubtic 
Expenditures, offered the following resclation : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be required 
i 


to investigate the irauds alleged to have been commutted in Ar- 
kansas, or elsewhere, upon the Cherokee, Chickasaw, or vther 
I ns; and report the result of their investigat the 
House of Representauves, by biil or otherwis 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DEBERRY, from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, to which was re‘erred ithe memorial oi the 
Legislative Council of the Territory of lowa, pray- 
ing an appropriation for the encouragement of ag- 
riculture and household manu‘actures within that 
Territory, ma‘e an adverse report thereon, 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, made an adverse report cn the claim of 
Lewis Evans. 

Mr. CARRUTHERS, from the same committee, 
reported, without amendment, the Senate bill for 
the relief of Jubal B. Hancock; and it was com- 
mitted to the Committce of the Whole. 

Mr. W. BUTLER, from the same committee, 
reported, without amendment, the Senate bill for 
the relief of John C. Reynolds, late disbursing 
agent of the Indian Department; and it was com- 
miited t» the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CALHOUN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the foliowing bills: 

A bill for the relief of Silvia Underwood, mother 
of Lieutenant Underwood, deceased. 

A biil tor the relief of James Mount. 

A bill for the relief of Susan Bram. 

These bills were respectively read twice, and 
commitiec to the Committee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, moved that that committee be discharged 
trom the case of John Otis, and that it lie on the 
table; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS, trom the Committee on Foreiga 
Affairs, moved that the bill in rela'ion to satisfac- 
tion of the claims for French spoliations be taken 
up on the 3lst of May, and that that day be set 
ap rt for its consideration. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON was understood to ob- 
ject, on the ground that, as soon as this bill was 
di. poved of, i: would be desirable to take up the 
tariff bill. 

Mr. CUSHING called for the ayes and noes on 
the motion; whch were ordered, and resulted as 
follows: ayes 83, noes 86. 

YEAs—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, Ar- 
nold, Aycrigg, Baker, Barnard, Bidiack, Birdseye, Blair, 
Bourdinan, Bowne, briggs, Brockway, Jeremiah Brown, 
Patrick C. Caldwell, Calhoun, Childs, Chittenden, John C, 
Clark, Clifford, Cranston, Cross, Cushing, Dawson, Doig, John 
Edwards, John C. Edwards, Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Fill- 
more, Fornance, T. F Foster,Gerry, Giidings,|Patrick G. Goode, 
Granger, Gustine, Habersham, Halsted, Holmes, J R. Inger- 
soll, James Irvin, Wm. W. Irwin, Jack, James, King, Lit- 
tlefield, Lowell, Alfred Marshall, Mathiot, Morgan, Morrow, 
Newhard, Oliver, Parmenter, Patric ge, Pendleton, Piumer, 
Ramsay, B. Randall, Reed. Ridgway, Roosevelt, J. M. Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sanford, Truman Smith, Snyder, Stokely, J. T. 
Siuart, Taliaferro, Tillinghast, Toland, Triplett, Underwood, 
Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, E. D. White, Thos. W. Wil- 
1ains, Wise, Wood, and Yerke—83 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Barton, Beeson, Black, Botts, 
Brewster, Milton Brown, Burke, W. O. Butler, John Camp- 
bell, Wm. B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Cary, Casey, Chapman, Coles, Colquitt, Cowen, Cravens, Dan- 
rel, G Davie, R. D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Egbert, John G. 
Fi yd,C. A. Floyd, Gilmer, Goggin, Wm. O. Goode, Graham, 
Gwin, Hall, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hudson, 
ifunter, Chas. J. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones,Keim, 
Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Abraham McClellan, McKay, Mc- 


Keon, Samson Mason, Mathews, Mattocks, Medill, Meriwether, 
Miller, Michell, Moore, Owsley, Payne, Pearce, Pope, Reding, 
Reucher, Reynolds, Riggs, W. Russell, Saunders, Shaw, Shep- 


perd, Shields, Wm. Smith, Steenrod, Stratton, Summers, 


Sweney, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Turney, 


Ward, Warren, Weatbrook, James W. Williams, Jos. L. 
Williams, and John Young—S6, 


Mr. FILLMORE then inquired if the morning 
hour had not expired. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. FILLMORE then moved that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
army bill. 

Mr. McKAY addressed the eommittee at some 


———————— eee” 
——————————L 


length in support of the amendmen!; and, in the 
course of his remarks, offered an amendment by way 
of proviso to the item which provided fcr a more 
gradual reduction of the army than that provided 
for in the amendment previously before the Hous’. 
It provided that the recruiting service shold cease 
unt!! the army was reduced by deaths, resignations, 
discharges, and deseriions, to about 8 000 men. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON accepted it in licu of his 
own, 

Mr. FILLMORE objected that the amendment 
was out of order, and called the attention of the 
Chair to the 53d rule, which provides that no pro- 
position, different frem the one under cousidsra- 
tion, shall be introduced under color of amend nent. 
The proposition before the House was to pay an 
army created by existing laws; while the sub.tance 
of the amendment was, that there shall be a reduc. 
tion of that army from 12,000 to 8,000 men, and 
the disbanding of one reziment. Now, was this 
amendment the subject on which they were legisla- 
ting? He knew that the House possessed the 
physical and moral power to refuse the appropria- 
tion; but the amendment was clearly out of order 
under the rule he had referred to. The very ob- 
ject of that rule was to avoid the confusion that 
must arise, in considering appropriation bills, from 
going back into the consideration of the propriety 
of the original law. 

Mr. McKAY contended that the amendment did 
not repeal the law of 1836, or any other law; it 
only directed the application of the money appro- 
propriated. Farther, the law creating the regiment 
of dragoons, authorized the President to dispense 
with it when, in his opinion, it would be proper to 
doso. The doctrine of the gentleman from New 
York amounted to this. If we had an army as 
high as 50,000, and 'he House wanted to reduce it 
toa peace standard, it could not refuse the ap- 
propriation, because it was authorized by an exist- 
ing statute, notwithstanding there was an express 
provision of the Constitution that no appropriations 
shall be made for av army for a longer period than 
tvo years. 

Mr. FILLMORE said that he had already stated 
that it was in the power of the House to refuse the 
appropriation even for the whole army—there was 
no doubt of that. What he contended for was, 
that the amendment conflicted with one of the rules 
of the House, and was, therefore, out of order. 

The CHAIR said the rule to which his atten- 
tion had been called provided that no proposition 
different from the one under consideration should 
be introduced under color of amendments. What 
was the subject under consideration? It was the 
appropriation of money for the pay of the army. 
What army? The army authorized by existing 
laws. Whoare they? Those now in the service 
Then what was the amendment? It was to limit 
the number in service, by providing that no more 
shall be reeruited in place of those who have gone, 
or shall hereafier go, out of service at the expira- 
tion of the period of their enlistment As to the 
latter part of the amendment, relating to the regi- 
ment of dragoons, the amendment did not repeal 
the law creating it, bu! provided that, after a certain 
time, no money shall be paid for them. In this 
point of view, and under the best lights he had from 
the prececents heretofore set, he pronounced the 
amendment rot to be out of order, and not con- 
flicting with the rule to which his attention had been 
directed. 

Mr. CUSHING appealed from that decision. If 
the amendment did not repeal existing laws, it did 
not accomplish the object of the mover. He asked 
gentlemen, in all candor, if that amendment looked 
to this year’s appropriation only, or if it did not go 
to all time tocome. He appealed to the commit- 
tee whether it did not, to a certain extent, repeal 
the law of 1838. 

After some remarks from Mr. TILLINGHAST 
in favor of the apoeal— 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that the question of 
order was one which had been often before the 
House in the last six or seven years, and had been 
uniformly settled as now decided bv the chairman 
of the committee—and, as he thought, properly so 
decided. What was new the question? We were 
asked for an appropriation to pay the army, and to 


recruit men for that service. Tne amendment of- 
fered seeks to limit the appropriation asked to the 
number of men now believed to be necessary, and 
to prevent further enlistments. This he consider- 
ed a res'riction of the appropriation, rather than a 
repeal of the law. He thought it exactly similar 
to the restriction introduced by the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means in the civil and 
diplomatic bill. The Secretary of Siate was au- 
thorized by law to have printed the laws and other 
necessary printing of his department; and we usu- 
ally appropriated for that purpose $25,000. The 
ame is again ag<ed, and reported in the usual bill. 
The chairman himself introduces the restriction, 
and makes it the duty of the Secretary to let out 
the public printing to the lowest bidder; and this 
was adopted (as he thought, very properly) by the 
House. This resoiution, introduced by the honor- 
able member from New York, changed the law, as 
much as the proposition which he now submitted 
—was as inuch out of order. 

Mr. J. aiso referred to the restrictions recently 
put upon the navy bill, and for several years past 
upon the fees allowed to marshals, clerks, and col- 
lectors, &c. The restrictions upon the fees of 
these officers had been for years past—he believed 
since the year 1835—put in the usual appropri- 
ation bills; and certainly changed the law as much 
as the restrictions now proposed. But he con- 
tended the law was not repealed. It was a refusal 
to appropriate, except upon the conditions spe- 
cified. The chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means admits the right of the Honse to reject 
any and all apprvpriations, if they choose. And 
is it not equally competent to reject a part, and 
grant a part? or to grant upon conditiens, or with 
any restrictions the House may choose to put 
upon it? 

The House is aware that these augmentations of 
the army had been allowed by the House partly in 
1832, when the Black Hawk war existed, and in 
1838, to carry on the war in Florida. Now, these 
wars are over. It has been announced to us that 
the Florida war has ended. Where was now the 
necessity of keeping in service the five or six thous- 
and men added to the army by the law of 1838? 
He was gratified to find that his friend from Rhode 
Istand [Mr. Tittincaast] was now the friend of 
the army. But certain!y he thought, as the Fior- 
ida war, which caused the increase, was now over— 
and the Rhode Island war toc—that we might now 
be permitied to return to the number necessary in 
time of peace. 

The amendment proposes to diminish the num- 
ber of men in tue different companies, so as to re- 
duce them to the size of the companies as organized 
under the law of 1821; and to dispense with the 
second regiment of dragoons, which was raised un- 
der the law of 1836, for the Florida service. The 
Howse would remember that that law authorized 
the President ai any time to disband that regi- 
ment when, in his opinion, the public service would 
allow it to be done. The amendment offered did not 
propose a repeal of this law; but an expression— 
a strong expression of the opinion of the House, 
that their services would not be required after the 
1st of October next; yet the President might retain 
them, apd trust for aa appropriation for their pay- 
ment e next session. Mr. J. urged the neces- 
sity of continuing this mode of restricting or limit- 
ing appropriations, upon this and all other sub- 
jects. 1f we had to repeal laws before we ceased 
to appropriate, there would not be much retrench- 
ment or economy soon. 

After some remarks from Mr. GILME®, in fa- 
vor of the decision of the Chair; and from Messrs. 
FILLMORE, HOLMES, and ADAMS against it— 

Mr. LEWIS of Alabama did not rise to discuss 
the question of order, but to say a word or two on 
the question of privilezge—a question involving the 
rights of the House, and the constitutional obliga- 
tions of its members. What wasit? According 
to the doctrine advanced by the gentleman from 
New York, if an appropriation bill is brought for- 
ward to provide for an object authorized by an ex- 
isting law, Congress could not refuse or suspend 
the appropriation, because, as the gen'leman said, 
it would bea repeal of that law. If thatis correct, 
said Mr. L., we have but one duty here—and that 
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is, to receive the appropriation bills as they come 
from the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means; and ask him but one ques'ion—and tha’ is, 
are they conformable to law? Now, he believed 
that they he { higher privileges—that they had the 
right to inqvire into the expediency of an appro- 
priation, snd4 to suspend or refuse jt, it they thought 
proper; and nornle could d+ prive them of that right. 
It there was such arale, it oucht to be disregarded. 
But he denied that the amendment conflicted with 
any rule of the House. Did it propose to repeal 
any law for the organization of the army? It pro- 
posed to Jeave the organization of ie army com- 
plete at it was, but to suspend the appropriation for 
apart of itfuratime. Would noi the law be in 
force at the next session of Congress, and would it 
not then be in the power of Congress, if it should 
be expedient to do so, to make the appropriation for 
the full complement of men for eachregiment? If 
they had not the power to suspend appropriations 
when they deemed them no longer necessary for 
the public service, all they were doing was 
flummery—mere foim. According to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, all they 
had to ask with regard to an appropriation was, is 
it conformable to law ? and then vote it by acclama- 
tion. He rose to protest against such a principle. 

Mr. FILLMORE explained. He had stated ex- 
pressiy that it was in the power of the House to 
refuse appropriations at any time. What he con- 
tended for was, that the amendment was out sf 
order as confi cting with a rule of the House. 


Mr. LEWIS said he recollected the qualification 
of the chairman of the committee. They had, the 
gentleman admitted, the physical power; but he 
(Mr. L.) contended that they had the moral, the 
physical, and the constitutional right to vote down 
any appropriation whatever; and no rule the gen- 
tleman couid interpose could deprive them of it. 
If there was any qualification of that right, he 
wanted the gentlemaa to point it out. He belicved 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ternessee 
to be not only correct, but that the House hada 
right to vote it. He wanted to see retrenchment 
carried out. This was almes' the close of the ses- 
sion; and the House having bat Jitile time left to 
act on any other than appropriation bills, if they 
did not reduce their exnenditures while acting on 
them, there would be no other opportunity of duimg 
it. ble should render every aid in his power to 
reduce the expenditures of the Government within 
reasonable limits, aad should not be resirained by 
any other power short of the Coastitution. 

Aiter some further remarks in support of the ap- 
peal by Mr. EVERETT, and from Mr. ADAMS 
in favor of sustaimng the decision of the Chair, 
the question was taken by tellers, and decided in 
in the affirmative; i. e. sustaining the Chair—aycs 
70, noes 62. 

Mr. FILUMORE observed that the committee 
having decided az ‘ast the appea!, he did not pro- 
pose tu continue the subject furiher; but he would 
refer the committee to what the Secretary of War, 
as weil as the Commanding General, had said in 
their official repor's on the subject of a reduction 
ofthe army. He would first premise that the 
army now consisted of 14 regiments. Now, Gen. 
Scott said thathe confidently believed that 16 regi- 
ments was the minimum force now required for 
the wants of the country—not for actual war, but 
for a standing guard for the forts, and for pro‘ce- 
tion against Indian outbreaks; and that an addition 
of one regiment of infantry and one of ariillery 
Was necessary. On the -ame subjcc', the Secretary 
of War said that the very moderate increase of the 
army recommended by the Commending General 
would unqnes.ionably be received with that confi- 
dence which the source it came'from deserved. And 
the Secretary then proceeded to show the necessity 
for the increase recommended, to man the various 
forts and arsena!s, and to protect the frontiers. 


It was stated, at the last session, when the bill 
making appropriations for fortifications was under 
consideration, that many of them were actually zo- 
ing to diiapidation for the want of men to take 
care of them. Mr. F. also referred to a report of 
the Secretary of War to the Senate, I4th April, 
1842, in which the same views were stated. 
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After some remar 
TON and GOGGIN against the emendment— 

Oa wot CUSHING, the commitice 
1 e. 

Mr. EVERETT sub nitted a 


on the Secretary of War for 


rn | Nir 
aU ivil. 


resolution calling 

various information 
in relation to the number, pav, aud emoluments of 
the army; whieh was adopted. 

The joint resolution authorizing the erection of 
a monument to Captain Nathan Hale, of Connect- 
cut, was read twiee, and referred. 

Nr. CUSHING moved the reconsideration of 
the vote referring the bills for the reduction of the 
army and navy, reported this morning by the Com- 
mittee on Prblic Expenditures, to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

And, after some remarks from Messrs. CUSH- 
ING, MERIWETHER, and WISE~— 

On motion by Mr. STUART, of Hlinois, 

The House adjourned. 

IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 26, 1842. 

Mr. MILLER presented three memorials from 
citizens of the county of Sussex, New Jersey, pray- 
ing that such a revision of the tariff be effected as will 
give encouragement to commerce and agriculture, 
and by adopting such a system of discriminating 
duties as will give protection to domestic manu- 
factures: referred to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a number of citizens of Pennsylvania engaged in 
the manufacture of chemicals. They state that 
the tariff bill reported to the House by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury proposes a duty of fifteen per 
cent. ad valorem on all quicksilver imported, whiist 
the manufaciured 


article is to pay only a dnty of 
9h 


Tiey believe this would be unequal; 
aud therefore propose that quicksilver may be im 
ported free of duty, and that the duty on tartaric 
acid may be enhanced: referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

Mr. B. also presented a memoria! from Chester 
county, Pennsylvania, similiar to a great number 
already preset him, in favor of a 


tariff: referred to the Committee on 


per cent. 


ted | 


proteclive 
Manwiac- 
tures. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
citizens of ihe town of Cicero, New York, praying 
that Congress will pass a discriminating and pro- 


teciive tariff; and that it will also settle the ques- 


tion of currency on the basis of the exchequer 
plan: referred to the Commitice on Manufac- 
tures. 


Vir. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 

to which had rred the petition of David 
Sione, praying remuneration for losses sus‘ained 
during the war, made an adverse report on the 
same; which was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, with an amendment, House bill for 
the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Barnes, deceased. 

Oa motion of Mr. GRAHAM, the Committee on 
Claims was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill of the House for the relief of Ben- 
jamin T. Hard, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

CORPS OF REPORTERS FOR THE SENATE. 

Oa mouon of Mr. BAYARD, the Senate took 
up for consideration the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by him on Tuesday, viz: 

Resolved, That t 


' . 
een rel 





report of the sel 


ct committee, under 
the 47th ruje of the Senate, in relation to the employment of a 
corps of reporters for the Senate, made on the Sthof Sepiem- 
ber, ISd1, be referred to a select committee of five persons, io 
be appointed by the President pro ten 


The resolution was read and adopted; and 
Messis. Bayarp, ARCHER, GRanaM, Benton, and 
WALKER, were constiiuted the committee. 

Mr. WALK*R moved that the Senate proceed 
to the special order cf the day. 

Mr. PRESTON said be would be greatly grati- 
fied if the Senate would consent to his calling up 
the bill (which would cause no discussion) which 
proposes to incorporate a scientific institution, 
that tad been ia existence for some years, and 
was now almost in ruins. The gentlemen who 
compose ihis institution are in possession of a con- 
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siderable amount of property; but, for the want of 
legal qualification, they cannot transact business or 
protect their property. The law under which they 
heretofore existed as an institution has expired. The 
bill merely gives them the power to hold securely the 
very valuab!e property in toeir hands. _He moved 
to postpone the prevjous orders, for the purpose 
of taking up that till. 

Mr. WALKER said he would not object to the 
proposition of the Senator, if it were not for the 
fact that some of the State Legislatures are now 
convened, and waiting for the action of Copgress 
on the apportionment bill, 

Mr. ALLEN, said if the Senate did not proceed 
to the special order, he hoped it would take up his 
resolutions, and the substitute for them, relative to 
the Reode Island affairs. Both were entitled to 
the consideration of the Senate. The resolutions 
are in order during the morning hour only, and 
should be disposed of, unless the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the apportionment bill. 

The Senate agreed to the suggestion of Mr. 
WaLkeEr; and proceede? to the consideration of 

THE APPORTIONMENT BILL. 

The question pending was on concurring in the 
remaining amendment of the Judiciary Committee, 
proposing to str ke out that portion of the bill ma- 
king it obligatory on the States to adopt the dis- 
trict. system of representation, each district to be 
composed of contiguous territory, and to return but 
one Representative; aad to substitnié a provision, 
leaving it optional with the States to adopt either 
the district or general-ticket system, but retaining 
that portion requiring that the districts shall be of 
contiguous territory, sending one Representative, 
if the dis'riet system should be preferred. 

Mr. BAYARD said he would renew the motion 
which he submitted on yesterday, for filling the 
blank in the bi!l, cecasioned by striking out the 
ratio fixed by the House. He moved to fill the 
blank with 74,607; which, according to the appor- 
tionment tables, wou'd give a House of 200 mem- 
bers, which he believed would be found the right 
number. It would give that, independent of the 
representation of fractions; a principle which had 
been adopted on yesterday, but which he doubted 
very mucd would sull prevail in the Senate; and 
he therefore made no calculation for an augment- 
ation of that number by a representation of frac- 
tions. 

The CHAIR said the first thing in order would 
be on concurrivg with the remaining amendments 
of the Judiciary Committee. These should be dis- 
posed of first. 

After some remarks by Messrs. WALKER, 
BAYARD, and KING, concurring with the Chair 
on the question of order; but suggesting that, by 
general consent, the Senate would proceed to fill 
the blank and fix the ratio, the suggestion was ac- 
ceced to. y 

Mr. ALLEN said it was manifest that there 
would be much waste of time and confusion, unless 
some order was adopted to dispose of the question 
on the various numbers which would be submitted. 
He hoped the cour.e which was pursued in the 
House would be adopted; that is, that each Sen- 
ator would send to the Chair the number with 
which he proposed to fill the blank; that they should 
te set down in order, and take seniority by their 
number—the Chair to put the question on the 
highest number first, and so on, ull the ratio was 
fixed. 

Mr. BAYARD sa.d that would be in accordance 
with his desire and understanding of what would be 
tae proper course. 

Mr. WRIGHT, pursuant to this understanding, 
moved to fiil the blank ia the bill with 50,179— 
the number stricken out yesterday. 

Mr. McROBERTS moved to fill the blank with 
68,000. 

Mr. WRIGHT said that he had been told that 
there was some doubt wheiber the motion to insert 
the same ratio which was stricken out on yester- 
day would be in order. He had supposed that 
the object in striking out, and leaving the blank, on 
yesterday, was to leave it in order to propose any 
number. But inasmuch as there was doubt, he 
would withdraw the number proposed, and move 
to fill the blank with 50,178. 
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Further propositions to fii! 
made, as follows: 

By Mr. BAGBY, with 75 000. 

By Mr. BAYARD, with 74,¢ 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, sith’ 70,680. 

Mr. B. said he was the more ready to vote for 
this nuniber, which would vive a House of about 
200 members, because 1t lett the largest fraction to 
his own Siate. 

By Mr. CRAFTS, with 62,172. 

By Mr. CRITTENDEN, with 70 000. 

By Mr. EVANS, with 66,900. 

By Mr. FULTON, with 74,291. 

By Mr. GRAHA M, v with 65, 5t ). 

By Mr. HENDERSON, with 59 513. 

By Mr. KERR, with 54265. 

By Mr. KING, with 69,000. 

By Mr. McROBERTS, with 68,000. 

By Mr. M aan with 72,354, 

By Mr. MILLER, with 62.000. 

By Mr. PORTER, mr 53 010. 

By Mr. SEVIER, with 77,000. 

By Mr. STURGEON, with 61,474 

By Mr. TALLMADGE, wii 

By Mr. WALKER, with 49,594, 

3y Mr. WHITE, with 76,009. 

By Mr. WiLCOX, with 50 648. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, with 62 500. 

By Mr. WOODBRIDGE, with 70 755. 

By Mr. WOODBURY, with 56,746. 

By Mr. WRIGHT, with 50,178 

By Mr. YOUNG, with 59,56. 

The question being first on the highest number, 
(77,000,) proposed by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr, Sevier,] he rose, anc advocated his proposi- 
tion. ile said, from an examination of the tables, 
he believed this number would give a Howe of 
193, without any to represent fractions. LB 
fractions were represented, it would increase it to 
above 200. He had reason to believe that even a 
higher ratio would be preferable to the people, and 
mure conducive to the interests of the covntry. He 
would be in favor even of a ratio exceeding the 


the blank were then 


"> 976 
h 62.279. 


. + th 
Ao li (he 


populati mn of the smallest State, if it were not that 
it would interfere with Delaware. The public sen- 


timent of the country was against any 
the members in the popular branch, — 
an increase wouid 
were already too 


crease of 
Tie effect of 
be to proleng the sessions, which 
long. The pec v looked 


“le no% 


upon these long sessions aS a a aiuce, Yet the yv 
are still increasing, with the increasing disgust of 
the people. It was time to changeit. He was 


disposed 
obtained, 
Siate. 

It the Senate should adhere 
adopted to represent fractions, thirteen States will 
receive an additional Re presentative, under that 
system, by the ratio proposed, which will make a 
House of above 200 members. If a ratio should 
be adopted creating a Heuse of 300 members, no 
business at all would be wansacted. He concluded 
by demanding the yeas and nays on the proposi- 
tion; which were ordered. 

Mr. PRESTON concurred with the Senator from 
Arkansas, 1m giving a prefere 
as to reduce the number o/ 
was in favor of the old notion, that the Repre- 
sentatives ought to be in the proportion of 
three to one. He was inclined to propose 92,000, 
which would leave a fraciion of only 82 000. 

A proper relaiion ought to 


to go for the highest ratio that could be 


without iInterfecing with the smalles 


to the amendment 


nce to 2 high ratio, so 
Representatives. LHe 


subsist between the 


two legislative branches of this Government. The 
members of the other House hada direct interest 
in keeping up their numbers; but the Senate ha 


a further interest in preserving the equili boa, and 
in preserving its own powers undiminished by a 
aparently overwhelming majority. It wasa dit. 
ficult matier io stand up against the moral infla- 
eace of large majorities. He (Mr. P.) did not de. 
sire to see the House of Representatives so exelu- 
sively popular as to overlay the Senate. He would 
not have ovr moral influence diminished ; and he 
must be permitied to add, that large assemblages, 
liable to sudden impulses ' of caprice, were calcu- 
Jated to operate upon the more mature and — 
deliberations of the co-ordinate body when eugag 

in the performance of its highest duty. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN said be would be glad to 
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hear the list of numbers read, if the ey were all be- 
ore the Chair. 
it was unde -rstood they would 
they could be arranged 
Mr. CALHOUN aid, without discussing the 
question as to any particular namber, the first 
thing they ought to consider was, whether they 
ould have a large or small number of Represent- 
alives? ‘Po take the question upon each number 
proposed, would be attended with considerable dif- 
ficulty. He (Mr. C.) cared nothing about frac- 
sut the ratio. He thought 


ons, buta ere at deal ¢ 
that the expedient of enlarging the House otf Rep- 


be read as soon as 


resentatives, instead of increasing its weight and 
giving it respectability, would bave a contrary 
tendency. Ai the time when that Houce consisted 


of not more than one hundred and forty members, 
it Was as « yas the Senate is at present in iis le- 
gislative proeceding’; and it was the opinion of the 
most intelligent men with whom he had conversed 
upon this snbject, that every increase of its numoers 
a deterioration. Many persons, he 
was aware, entertained a different view cof the 
matter; but it was his opinion that such persons 
labored under a profound error. By its increase, 
business :ust be protrac’ed, and the sessions drawn 
out to such an intolerable ‘engih as to be a reasona- 
ble cause of complaiat. He believed the country 
would be unanimous upon this point; and, being 
of this opinion, he would be in favor of the larger 
ratio. He, (Mr. Catnoun,) as far as his own con- 
stitnents were coneerned, and his own individual 
would prefer to have a sma!l House, 
than to secure to that State the smallest pos- 
He knew that many would say that 
a numerous Heuse of Representatives would be 
more Democra'ic He was of a directly opposite 
opinion. He believed it would have the effect of 
lessening the weight of that body, and bringing it 


r lerly 


produced only 


pre erence, 
soone! 
ie fraction. 


into disrenute. He believed that every true friend 
of the people ought to watch vigilantly, and, if 
possible, prevent an undue extension of that branch 
of the Governmen! Under these :mpressions, he 


would vete for the h ighest ratio. 

Mr. WOODBURY propesed the f 
lution: 

Resolved, As the sense of the 


blank for a ratio, ape will adopt one 
nunivelr 


he House 

Lie observed that this resolution had been sug- 
eested by the observations of the Senator from 
South Carolina. Whether the vote should decide 
it in the affirmative of ERTS, the effect would be 
to define whether the Senate wished to adopt a ra- 
tio that would increase or diminish the number of 
Representatives. Hus object was merely to offer a 
test of the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN was opposed to the consid- 
eralion of this resolution. It would have no other 
tendency than to embarrass and clog the action of 
the Senate, without effecting any decisive result. 
it was quite useless to waste time on vague propo- 
sitions. Much better would it be to confine the 
attention of the Senate to each proposition in suc- 
cession, till the ratio best calculated to accord with 
the wishes of a majcrity should be adopted. For 
his own part, he was in favor of the bill 
as it came from the House—particularly if 
the ratio should be modified as suggested by the 
Jediciary Committee of the Senate, making 
it 50,000, instead of 50,179. For many reasons, 
he was in favor of this ratio, among these, was cne 
prominent reason,—he thought it most consonant to 
the ruling principle of our institutions that there 
should be the largest practicable representation of 
the popular will. But, independent of this and 
many other reasons, he thought no little weight 
was due to the expression of preference for that 


llowing reso- 


Senate, before filling the 
which must 
of Representatives. 


increase 
the preset 


ratio given by the immediate Representatives of 
the popular voice themselves. He did not mean 
to say that the Seaate could or should be 


controlled in its own sphere of action; but that 
in a quesijon of doubt, where decision was necessary, 
some weighi was due to the expression of the Rep- 
reseniatives themselves given in favor of a ratio 
preferred by their majority. Here Mr. C. proceed- 
ed to 1eview the organization of representation du- 
ring the last thirty years, with a view of showing 
that, if greater decorum and less excitement existed 
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in the other House when its numbers were small, 
it Was OWing to circumstances, and not because of 
the numbers being smaller than at present. He 
denied that the assumption was just, that there 
was such turbulence in the mode of conducet- 
ing business in the House now, as to lead to 
danger of disorganization. He believed the pres- 
ent House of Representatives consisted of the 
very worst number that could be selected—too 
many to ensure calmness and deliberation in de- 
bate, and too few toensure the full operation 
of that congregated mass ef intellect which per- 
vades the people at large. He believed there would 
be a more vivid and efficient House, when the 
representation is large enough to reflect the senti- 
ment and will of every district in the country, boih 
individually and collectively. It was said this 
would be giving too great a prepondeiance; and, 
at the same time, it issaid that nothing but disor- 
ganization and incapacity for business must 
ensue. Both propositions cannot be true, for 
they are inconsistent with each other. As to 
the fear of that body obtaining too great an 
ascendency, there could be no objection in that, if 
the popular branch truly represented the popular 
will; and inno way could that be so fully attained 
as by an enlarged number of Representatives. 
Yhere was, however, no danger of such an ascen- 
dency. The great danger and tendency of this Guv- 
ernment was towards Execulive ascendency and 
domination. So great bad this tendency been, that 
there was now no means left of obtaining a due 
controiling power, but by a larger representation of 
the people, and by bringing into the legislative 
braneh, in "which the popular will is immediately 
re lected, the overpowering and irresistible evidence 
of the popular wiil. 

Itis feared this Senate may be overshadowed 
and controlled by the ascendeucy which an increase 
of numbers may give to the other branch. He 
denied that there could be any such effect pro- 
duced. The two branches were constituted to 
avert any rivalry er collision. There could not 
be even a competition between them, such as might 
arise in the departments of the executive branch. 
F:om their very nature of their constitution, they 
have a community of interests and origin, which 
must neutralize all tendencies to disorganization— 
the necessary result of struggles for ascendency on 
the part of the ons or the other. 

Mr. ALLEN was of opinion that the ratio most 
agreeable to the people would be about 60,090. 
Had the House proposed that number, he would 
most cheerfully have concurred. A question had 
been raised about the number of which the House 
ought to consist. The Senator from Seuth Caro- 
lina tainks the preseni number ought to be greatly 
diminished. This was, as he understood it, in 
consequence of the assumed proposition that the 
present House of Representatives was turbu- 
lent, and incapable of transacting business. If 
shat fact did exist to the extent supposed, it 
was a circumstance growing out of the character 
of the times, and the state of public sentiment. 
That House was essentially the reflection of the 
Republic itself. If it was turbulent, it was be- 


cause party excitements had made turbulence per- 
vade We community. When excitements abroad 
shail subside, the House will assume the same 


tone of gnietude. He, however, considered the 
fault was in the structure of the hall, more than in 
the disposition of the members. It is impossible to 
hear distinctly what is said from one side of that 
hall to the other: this cecasions a necessity for ex- 
planations, which lead to personal collisions. Select 
a chamber of a different form, calculated for busi- 
ness more than for show, and a different result 
would be produced. 

He was in favor of a medium ratio of 60,000. 
A mass representa!ion jis requisite to control and 
counteract ihe tendency of this Government to 
ceniralization. 

The tendency was to concentrate power in the 
hands of ten men—the Executive and Judiciary. 
This tendency, if aided by the Senate, would give 
the controlling power of the Government to 62 
men, with half the power of legislation. This was 
a formidable centralization. To counteract this 
vast influence, the people had nothing to oppose 
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would give 


but the Representativ es 
Congressional district 
voters. 

Mr. A. went at large into the pri: 
sentation, with a view of showing the necessily 
which exists for the constituents of a Representa- 
tive to have a fire-side acquaintance with him. 
He thought the basis of representation in the other 
House ought to be broad and deep in the hearts of 
the people. If narrowed down to a smail number, 
their Representatives might be found not debating 
in open day the good of the country, but shut up 
in some cellar whispering the will of the Execu. 


OUUO0 in every 
to each 10,000 


iciples of repre- 


tive. He then alluded to the cbjection urged 
against a numerous representative boty—ithat there 


would be turbulence and delay in the public busi- 
ness in consequence of the increased number of 
speakers. He argued that this objection was ill 
founded, pointed out the practicability «f maintain- 
ing order in such a body, and illustrated his 
arguments by a reference to the — of the Ro- 
man Senate, maintained throughout four centuries 
—a body consisting average number ex- 
ceeding five hundred. He was siruc% with a pas- 
sage in one of C.cero’s oe to his f is, in which 
he mentioned the way in which a useles speaker was 
restrained from wastiog “the public time: it was by 
shuffling of feet, ex ughing, and woises, Similar to the 


oi 


an 


ed 


mode resorted to in the British Patlament to effect 
the same object, > present day. This was are. 





markable cvine dee nee in the practice of two popular 
bodies with an interval of nearly twenty centuries. 
He then adverted to the remarks of Senators rela- 
tive lo the complaints of the people as to the con- 


duct of their Representativer. Hy: 
the voice of the peopie felt even in 


liked to hear 
divapprobation, 


sooner than not hear it at ail. 
He had heard objections urged to the mass of 
Congressional speeches with which the country 





was flooded, 
knowledge 
formed the 


He approved of this abu 


indane 
flowing upon mind, 


e of 


It 
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great bock of the political informa- 
tion of the peopie He had often discover- 
ed, in riding round the country, that the far- 
mers knew mecie about what was said and 
done in Congress than he did him-<eif, except with 
regard to the Senate, with which lic was more im- 


mediately connected. Ha was glad to know that 
the people were ialking about Congress. If the 
people were to withdraw their observation from 
Congress, the corruption of the Government would 
be progressive and sure. He differed from the Sen- 
ator from South Car. lina, who thougat the power 
of the Senate, rather than that of the House, re- 
quired augmentat! on. He thought the Senate had 
enough of superivri'y over the House of Repre- 
sentatives. It had its veto over all the action of 
the House, while it had equal powers in every 


thing, except that of impeachment, and that of ori- 
ginating revenue bills; while, on other subjects, it 
had powers not possessed by the House—~such as 


i's control of Executive acuon. It had the power 
of patronage, for he contended that the power to 
reject nominations was tantamount to the power of 
appointment. 

He was not the man to vote for curtailing the 
only safeguaid of the people. ‘To pass judyment 
on the House, because of alleged turbulence, con- 
fined to some half-dezen members, would be to 
condemn the Representatives of the people for 
being what their constituents desire them to be; or, 
if they are not what they wish, they can change 
them when they please, on their return to them for 
re-election. He believed the insinuations thrown 
out agaimst the other House were dangerous in 
their tendency, because calcniated to excite public 
opinion against the popular representation, their 
only security. 

Mr. SEVIER supposed every Senator had made 
up his mind whether he wouid go for a high or 
low ratio, when he proposed that of 77,060. He 
little expected that his proposition would excite 
two such speeches as the Senate had just keard 
from the Senators frem Kentucky and from Ohio. 
He had not said one word about the turbulence of 
the House of Representatives. If the subject was 
called up at all, it was by the Senators themselves, 
Disorders of the House being the consequence of the 
form and size of the building, was mere leather and | 





en 


| 


prune ila. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Any man disposed 'o speak deiiberately 


and properly, can be heard in that Flouse as well 
else where. Why was it that the House, at this 
session and last, had been compelled to resort to 


their one-hour rules, and motions to close deba'es 
on given days, and motions to reconsider immedi- 
ately afier the passage of a measure, but because 
the House was too numerous} Phe ere was no cure 
for all the evils now complained of, but to reduce the 
number to that which past experience has shown 


was most capabie of conducting the business of 


legislation well. He referred to his own experi- 
ence of the House of Representatives iu the admin- 


istration of 


He was 


Mr. John Quincey Adams. 


the ast man in this body to strike a blow 


at populer rights. I: was his love of popular 
rights which had given him a seat ia this body. 
The great wil was, that the responsibility of indi- 


viduals was destroyed by the increase of numbers. 


ye Se 


<order was 
nsibility. 


n that di 


want of re 





the conse- 
Much had 
Ext Cue 
i power 


Was 


It Was easy to 
quence of this 
been said about the incre 
tive. Where was this great centralization ¢ 
in the hands of the Executive to Le found ? 
it in Congress? In the House of Repr 
the Executive bad only a corporai’s 
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members. In the Senate it wasstill worse, for he 
had no friends in that body at all. It was 
to ensure the rejection of his nominations, 
were known or suspected to be Tyler men. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN rose to a point or order. 
It was as to the Senator’s allusion to the rejection 
of nominations in executive session being on the 
grounds of the appovntees being ‘ayler mex 


Mr. SEVIER recalled a: y thing he had said out of 


1 


order. He had merely a'luded to ihe fact, to show 
how little power or influence the President had in 
this bo ly. 

He again contended that the grea! evil was in 
ihe House being too large, and the! ibility 
of individuals being d “troze i. 

Mr. BUCHANAN did notexpect, when he came 
to the Senaie this mietiiads ihat he woul 1 feei call- 
ed upon to say a word. But a discussion had 
arisen which seemed to require that he should ex- 
press his sentiments Je was free to admit that 
he was not in favor of ei:thera very large or very 
small ratio. He would prefer, to ali others, that 
ratio wWhica should give the most appropriate rep- 


resenta'iop of the popular body. When he first 
came into Congress, the number of Representatives 
commen of 183. a next apportionment was 


v2 


, being an increas l4. percent. Tse next 
was 242; an increase a between 16 and 17 per 
cent. The proposition now is to increase the nam- 
ber to 319, being an addiiion at the rate of 32 per 
cent. Pursuing this ratio of doubling the per con- 
tum of increase every ten years, 'n 1852 the nyum- 
ber would be 543: and so it would go on tli the 
Representatives would amount to some thou- 
sand: 

He referred to the assertion of the Senator from 
Kentucky, that the present number of 242 was th 


worst possible nuuaber, being either too large or 
too small. He then stated his exp2rience of what 


he had seen in the House of Commons in England, 


consisting of 658 members. He was presenton an 
occasion when a question was pearding which 
called jor a full house; and he observed that every 


man who stood up to speak in opposition to the 
ministry, was either coughed doWn, shuffled down, 
or applauded down. A cry of “hear, hear,” was 
kept up, until ie speaker could not be heard at 
all. ‘The consequence of this was, that, in the 
transaction of business, some forty or fifty mem- 


bers managed it all. These were controlled by the 
ministry; and if they could not, they summoned 
the mass put down opposition. 


He had nothing to say against the present House 
of Representatives. He believed 242 men could 


not be selected who would do better than they did. 

Vhen he was a member, there was scarcely any 
neces:ily for calling the House; but now, the inev- 
itable result of so numerous a body as 242 is, that 
a whole sitting may be consumed in calls of the 


House and cails of the yeas and nays. 

His own opinion was, that a proper number 
now would be 200. At the end of the next ten 
years, let the increase be according to a certain per 








539 


centum; and when the population shall be double 


what it is, there may be a House of 300. He 
thought 200 would be large enough to repre- 
sent all the districts, and not too large to trans- 


act the business of the country. 
a House so large 
Executive c 


He desired to have 
that the political influence of the 
not corrupt it. He wished to see 


} 
uid 





a House 1all that its members would transact 
the business of the country with industry and des- 
patch. In this way the benefit of short sessions 
might _ attained, 

He wished to regulate the subject by this princi- 
ple: What is the number that will best suit the 
wishes of the pa and that will transact the 
business best and most expeditiouw-ly? He would 
not go for the highes! nor the lowest; but, taking 200 
members as the best number, he would vote for 
the ratio which would give that result. 

Mr CRITTENDEN concurred with the Sena- 
tor from Pan vania that the chcice ought to be 
that number which wiil best effe ct the “ee of 





meet 
ac 


ing the wishes of the people, and of best trans- 
ting the business of the c antry. 
it he believed it had now become necessary to 


make the Heuse of Representatives vigorous, en- 


ergetic, and useful. It was his belief that, by in- 
creasing its numbers, new bonds of connexion 
would be created between the people and the Gov- 
ernment. He a imitted there was a number be- 


youd whieh no deliberative body could convenient- 


ly be carried: there were natural limits. However 
rapidly the number ke ve increased, there must 
be a limit. Five cr six hundred was the largest 
number of a deliberative body now known. It was 
s.id that (he House of Commons was not a deliber- 
ative bedy. Butits great efficiency in raising up 
tue mightiest power on the earth—in enforcing pop- 
ular rights, and controlling monarchs and no- 
bles—showed that it was a deliberative body of 
great moral and practicai influence-—an influence 
not of ufficient to centro], but to convert to its 
wiil, all oiher branches antagonist to popular rights. 


The Senator from Penusylvania had given an 
instance of waat he had personally witnessed in the 


House of Commons. It reminded him of a trav- 


eller who had me! a Kentuckiaa with one eye; and 
in his account of his travels, he set down all Ken- 
tuckians as a race of one-eyed people. 

In allusion to what had been-said by the Senator 


from Arkansas, in which he understood the Senator 
io make wee of the word ‘“*mob” 

Mr. SEVIER interposed, and explained that his 
allusion was not to character, but to the great 


- 
Sk 


number. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN observed that the term 
“mob” was equally applicable to 50, as to 242 


the 50 conducted themselves disor- 
Ie had not pat any unkind construction 
on the Sena‘or’s use of the term. He had treated 
itasif applied to the effect—that it would be as 
bad as that of disorder of amob. That was 
the sens? he understood it. 

In reference to the Senater*s assertion that it 
was sufficient fora man to be known and held up 
as a Tyler man to insure his rejection by the Sen- 


members, if 
derly. | 


€ 


the 





in which 





ate when hi m naii on came before it, he would 
say that he had called the Senator to order on this 


sure it was only in the heat 
of debate ur rlooked the impropriety of allu- 
ding to such matters. But he denied that in secret 
session any member of this body had ever made 
any such dec la iration as that he was for rejecting 
nominations because men were or were not Tyler 
men. 

Mr. SEVIER observed that there were two 
points reterred to by the Senator, which it seemed 
necessary a hould explain—his use of the word 

his reference to the power of the Presi- 


“mob,” a Q nd 
dent being overshadowed by Congress. Ia the 
in reference 


first ease, he had used the term “mob” 1 

to number, and not character. As to his allusion to 

the fact, that ii was enough to insure the rejection 

of a nominee to know that he wasa Tyler man, 

or friend of the President; he had made the allu- 
in argument, and, perhaps, 


slatemen t, becau ehe wi 


ove 


sion as an iliustration 
in the heat of debate, without thinking of the con- 
struction which migkt be given to it. He would 
recall the illustration. He felt the delicacy and 
difficulty of arguing the matter with the Senator 
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trom Kentucky, «ho had perhaps himself not been 
exacily within the precise limits of order, in at- 
tempting to refute the assertion 

He would, for the present, withdraw his motion 
to fill the blank with 77,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut was in favor of 
giving as Jarge a number of Representatives as 
best comporied with the wants of the population. 
He thought, therefore, the namber ought to be in- 
creased now; and he did not think that proposed 
by the House itself too large. He would rather 
see the number 300 than 200. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed that he concurred 
with one remark of the Senator from Pennsy!vania— 
that, as the number of the members of the House 
increased, the influence of the Senate increased. 
It was nowa common thing for bills to originate 
in the Senate, which used formerly to originate in 
the House. , 

He entered into a history of the increase of 
members in the other House during the last 30 
years. In 1812 the number of members consisted 
of about 140. At that ume the previous question 
was first introduced. He believed whole sessions 
passed without the previous question being called; 
and tha!, during a period of war. As the numbers 
have increased, rules and restrictions have in- 
creased; but irregularities have far outstripped all 
rules and regulations. In 30 years the increase 
had gone on till the number grew from 140 to 240. 
Every addition Increased the evils. Power is 
stretched; in the same ratio as number of repre- 
sentatives, business, ‘elay, and consumption of 
time are increased. This is the necessary conse- 
quence of the muitiplication of members. The result 
of such an increase of members as that now pro- 
posed would be, to make the sessions of Congress 
continuous. There would be hardly time given to 
go home and return. 

There wasa great difference between the House 
of Representatives anda British House of Com- 
mons. The term of election for the House of 
Representatives is two years. When a new Con- 
gress mects, every man has to be heard till he finds 
his level. Thetwo years ace hardly expired till 
the level of each has been ascertained, and more 
order is the result. Not so with the House of 
Commons: for its members are elected for seven 
years. The circumstances are different. Gentle- 
men talk of the British representation being up- 
wards of six hundred: but is not that the entire 
representation of Great Britain, both municipal 
and national? What isthe municipal and nation- 
al representation of the United States? He had 
made no calculation, but he was sure it could not 
fall short of five thousand—the largest representa- 
tion on Ahe face of the earth. There was an ag- 
gregate of five thousand Representatives assem- 
bled in deliberation for nearly three months of ev- 
ery year. 

He thought the best plan would be for the Sen- 
ate to fx the largest number; and let a Committee 
of Conference adjust the matter between the two 
Houses. 

Mr. WOODBURY did not rise to press his reso- 
lution, or advance any arguments upon this subject, 
but to say a few words in relation to his own per- 
sonal observation of the working of a large repre- 
sentative body. He had witnessed the effects of a 
large representative body in the State of Massachu- 
setts, where the House consisted of more than 700 
He had never seen a more orderly body, or one in 
which business was more methodically and expedi- 
tiously performed. 

His objection to a House of Representatives of 
two hundred members only, was, if for no other 
reason, that it was going back from the practice of 
the Government, which had been to increase the 
number of Representatives in proportion to the in- 
crease of population. In order to conform to this 


practice, but not exceed it, he was in favor of 


56,000 as the ratio, which would give an increase 
of Representatives at a rate per cent. not quite so 
large as the last rate of increase. 

If the sessions of Congress had increased in 
length, and more time was consumed, it was be- 
cause business had greatly increased, and new and 
exciting topics had of late years been introduced— 
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such as the distribution of the public lands, provec- 
tive duties, tariff, &e. 

Mr. CALHOUN replied to the Senator from 
New Hampshire, and argued that there were great 
and exciting topies before Congress when the num- 
ber was small, and the despatch of business great. 
There was the war, &c The great evil of the 
country was the increase of business. 

Mr. PRESTON produced his table of calcula- 
tions, and explained it in detail, on the rat of 
92,000; which would leave as small a fraction as 
any other ratio, and leave the lightest portion of 
the aggregate fraction on the slaveholding States, 
and the larger portion on the free States. It would 
give anumber of Representatives best calculated 
to perform the regulated duties of a well-organized 
body. The great point to hit is, to make that 
House so numerous as not to be an oligarchy, and 
not so numerous as to b2 incapable of performing 
its duties. 

He referred to the argument of the Senator from 
Kentucky, as to the good effects which had resulted 
from the organization of the British House of 
Commons. It was a pecuiiarity of that body that 
forty members composed a quorum. The ordina- 
ry business was performed by that quorum, fur- 
nished with the reports of committees; and at the 
call of the Speaker an inconceivable amount of 
business was performed. It was only on great 
leading political questions that the whole body as. 
sembled. Here, while the House of Representa- 
tives has consisted of two hundred and torty-two 
members, one hundred and twenty-three must meet 
to form a quorum. There was, therefore, a great 
difference between the House of Commons and the 
House of Representatives, It was a principle as- 
serted by Montesquiev, upwards of 100 years 
ago, that when popular bodies are extended beyond 
certain bounds, the weighi of the whole of their du- 
ties was thrown into the hands of a chosen few of 
each body. 

What was wanted in Congress was, that the 
people of each State should be represented in pro- 
portion to their interest in the General Government; 
but if the principle is carried so far as to divert the 
eutire interest of representation towards Congress, 
the greatest danger of consolidation and central- 
izaiion must be the resuit. Besides, he considered 
ihere was great danger of the immediate preserva- 
tive of the small States—the Senate—-being over- 
shadowed by the other branches; the House and 
the Executive, being both elected by the same con- 
stituency, would have naturally a tendency to con- 
solidation against the controlling power, the Senate, 

On the whole he was satisfied that the best se- 
lection that could be made, would be that which 
would yieid about one bundred and fifty members. 
His ratio would yield one hundred and seventy- 
five. 

Mr. MANGUM moved an adjournment, which 
was agreed to; and the Senate, at five o’clock, ad- 
journed. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TrurspDay, May 26, 1842. 

Mr. LOWELL presented the memorial of Sam- 
uel M. Pond, John N. Swasey, Sewall Lake, and 
Henry Darling, a committee appointed by the citi- 
zens of Bucksport and adjacent towns in Maine, 
praying Congress to make such provision in the 
revenue bill now pending as will checlx the intro- 
duction of wood, spars, &c., from the British prov- 
inces of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, and 
secure an additional revenue to the Government; 
also, the proceedings of a meeting of the citizens 
of Bueksport and Orland, Maine, on the 12th of 
May, 1849, in relation to the depressed state of our 
coasting trade, and some of the principal branches 
of industry connected therewith; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Mr. J. IRVIN presevied the proceedings of a 
large and respectable meeiing of the ci'izens of 
Centre county, Pennsylvania, held at Bellefonte, 
on the 234 day of April, 1842, without respect to 
party, in favor of home industry, and stating that 
the depressed state of the agricultural, manufac- 
turing, and commercial interests of the country, 
requires Congress to adopt, without delay, such 
measures as will restore confidence in business, and 
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mitigate the sufferings of the people. They also 
state that no country can prosper, which neglects 
orrefuses to protect its own products, its own la- 
bor, and its own industry; that the protection of 
domestic industry and labor is no party question; 
for every man, of every party, feels there is some- 
thing wrong in our policy; and that, while they 
ask Congress to pass laws for the protection of 
American industry, against foreign competition 
and foreign policy, they, as individuals, will en- 
courage home-labor by employing and purchasing 
from our mechanics, and by using and wearing do- 
mestic goods and American manufactures. 

Also, three memorials, numerously signed by 
citizens of Huntingdon county, Pennsylvania, 
prayirg Congress to pass such laws as would sus- 
tain the various interests of the productive labor of 
this country against similar interests in Europe, 
where those who labor are barely able, and in 
many cases unable, to earn enough to keep them- 
selves and families from starving. 

Also, one from citizens of Northumberland 
county, Pennsylvania, of the same import. 

Also, one from citizens of Centre couaty, on the 
same subject. 

Also, one from citizens of Union county, Penn- 
sylvania, on the same subject. 

Mr. LEVY offered the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report 
to this House all correspondence between the present com- 
manding officer of the United States army in Florida and the 
Department of War; and all orders which have been issued 
from said departrnent, in relation to the Indian hostilities. 

And be it further resolved, That, in the opinion of this 
House, there ought to be no cessation of hostilities against the 


Seminoles in Florida, until the whole of said Indians shall have 
been effectually subdued 


Mr. FILLMORE foresaw that a resolution of 
that kind could not be passed without considera- 
ble discussion; and he therefore moved that the 
House proceed to the orders of the day. 

Mr. LEVY, to obviate any objections, said he 
would withdraw the latter part of the resolution, 
relative to the termination of the Florida war. The 
first part of the resolution calling for information, 
he hoped, would not be objected to. Mr. L. said 
that he had received a ietter, which he would ask 
the Clerk to read for the information of the House, 
to show the importance of the inquiry he wished 
to make. It cuntained ihe information, that on the 
very day he had the honor of addressing the 
House on the message of the President which 
siated that the war had terminated, a tragedy was 
enacted in Florida, by the murder of a whole 
family. 

The letter was then read. 

Mr. LEVY was proceeding to make some fur- 
ther remarks; when he was called to order by 
Mr. YORKE, who objected to the reception of the 
resoultion. 

Mr. McKAY hoped the gentleman would con- 
fine the resolution to the firstof January last; which 
having been assented to by Mr. Levy, and the res- 
olution modified accordingly— 

Mr. YORKE withdrew his objections, and the 
resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FiLLMORE moved that the House would 
proceed to the orders of the day. 

Mr. CUSHING suggested, as the call on the 
committees for reports had not been gone through 
with yesterday, tha: the other committees be allowed 
to make their reports. 

This suggestion having met with unanimous con- 
sent, the following reports were made: 

Mr. C. A. FLOYD, from the Committee on the 
Territories, made a report en the petition of the 
mayor and council of St. Augustine, accompanied 
by a bill making an appropriation for filling up 
the ground in the rear of the seawall at that place: 
read twice, and referred. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS, from the same com- 
mittee to which several memorials on the subject 
had been referred, made a report, accompanied by 
a bill to establish a provisional line between the 
Territory of Iowa and the State of Missouri: read 
twice, referred, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAYS, from the same committee, reported 
a bill to provide for the completion of the peniten- 
tiary in the Territory of lowa: read twice and re- 
ferred. 


Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on Revo. 
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lutionary Pensions, moved thatsaid committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of sundry citizens of Livingston county, 
New York, praying for an alteration of the pension 
system, and that it be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union ; which 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the same committee, 
to which the petitions of Elizabeth Harris and the 
children of Captain Robert Layton had been re- 
ferred, reported biils for their relief ; which were 
severally read twice and referred. 

On motion by Mr. TALIAFERRO, the same 
committee was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petitions of Christiana McClure and 
Mary Eve Carney. 

Mr. FORNANCE, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the petitions of Mary E!- 
der, Maria M. Brooks, Anna Jones, Prudence 
Couch, and the widow of Captain William Roy- 
all, deceased, reported bijls for their relief; which 
were severally read twice and referred. 

Mr. CALVARY. MORRIS, from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, to which the petition of 
Asa Davis had been referred, reported a bill for 
his relief: read twice and referred. 

On motion by Mr. MORRIS, the same commit- 
tee was discharged from the further consideration 
of the petitions of Jane Ester, Jane Moore, Luther 
Gregory, and Francis Griffith. 

Mr. DOANE, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the memorials of Samuel 
Neely, David Akreson, Solomon Emerson, and 
James Sweetman, made reports thereon, accom- 
panied by bills for their relief; which were sever- 
ally read twice and referred. 

Mr. SANFORD, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the petition of Lyman N. 
Cook, made a report thereon, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which was read twice and re- 
ferred. 

Mr. SANFORD, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petiticn of Silas 
Fuller. 

Mr. AYCRIGG, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the petitions of Gideon A. 
Perry, Francis F. Wiley, and James Sick, mace 
reports thereon, accompanied by bills for their re- 
lief; which were severally read twice and referred. 

Mr. AYCRIGG, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports on the petitions of Jonathan P. 
Horten, Eleanor Calkers, Thomas Carpenter, Rob- 
ert Nullyan, H. Bigelow, James Ivory, Jacob 
Wurter, James Newland, Eliakim W. Hutchings, 
William G. Waller, and Gaidner Herron. 


Mr. STRATTON, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the petition of George 
Waddell, made a report thereon, accompanied by 
a biil for his relief; which was twice read and re- 
ferred. 


Mr. GILMER, from the Select Committee on 
Retrenchment, to which had been referred several 
petitions from citiz:ns of New York and Ohio, 
praying for the reduction of the pay and mileage of 
members of Congress, for the abolishment of the 
franking privilege, except during the sessions of 
Congress, for the enforcement of the rules on all 
questions of censure, and expulsion of members 
who indulge in personalities in debate, made a re- 
port thereon, referring the House to the views of 
the committee on the above subjects heretofore 
submitted, and asking to be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof: agreed to. 

Mr. HALL, from the select committee appoint- 
ed on the memorial of William Wright, in relation 
to certain alleged frauds connected with the Com- 
monwealth Bank of Boston, made a report thereon, 
eoncluding with a resolution that the commitiee 
have leave to proceed to Boston to investigate the 
affair on the spot; and that they have power to 
send for persons and papers, and to appoint a 
clerk. Mr. H. then moved that the resolution be 
considered at this time. 

Mr. HOPKINS objected to considering it out of 
its order. 

Mr. HALL moved a suspension of the rules for 
the purpose of taking it up. 

Mr. PROFFIT called for the yeas and nays on 








the motion; which, havi: g been ordered, resulted 
in yeas 128, nays 43. 

So the resolution was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. PROFFIT suggested to the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. Hatt] to withdraw that part of the 
resolution giving the commiitee power to proczed 
to Boston. He believed that all the necessary in- 
formation could be got by a commission, as well 
as if the commitiee went there; and in this way 
a considerable expense uld be saved. Gen- 
tlemen of all parties were interested in making 
investigations into al! alieged abuses, no maiter 
under what Administration they were said to occur; 
and as to this peculiar case, he believed that the 
resolution would be adopted by almost a unani- 
mous vote, if the part he referred to were stricken 
out. 

Mr. HALL replied, that the committee had al- 
ready obtained all the information that could be 
procured in this city; and they were unanimously 
of the opinion that a thorough investigation, which 
was highly important, could not be made without 
their proceesing to Boston, and taking depositions 
in person. It would be necessary to examine some 
thirty or forty witnesses. 

Mr. ADAMS observed, that this proposition 
grew out of a memorial from a gentleman of Bos- 
ion, named Wright, who was perfectly well ac- 
quainted with all the circumstances concected with 
the transaction. ‘The facts were these: The Com- 
monwealth Bank of Boston, while it held deposites 
of the Government to the amount of $160,000 cr 
$170,000, failed, and then made a composition 
with the Government, by which the debt was 
sponged for property which said Wright observed 
was not worth $10,000. 

Mr. A. reierred to a former examination of the 
subject by a committee, of which Governor Lin- 
coln and Mr. Bond of Ohio—then members of the 
House—were members. ‘That commiliec, he 
said, reported a similar resolution; but the then ma- 
jority of the House was not as much disposed to 
ferret out abuses as the present one. If the House 
possessed as much information on the subjeet 


these two committees, he did not believe they would , 


hesitate to pass the resolution. 

Mr. SAUNDERS knew very little of the trans- 
action, but what he learned fromthatreport. From 
that he learned that the United States had a de- 
posite in the bank referred to of $160,000 when it 
failed; and that the district atiorney, who represent- 
ed the United States, took land for the debt, at the 
valuation of apprai-ers appointed for that purpose. 
It was alleged that there was a collusion between 
the district attorney and the persons who valued 
the land, by which it was estimated ata price far 
too high; but he learned further, that there was not 
the slightest prospect of ever recovering a dollar 
more. Now, he did not know, in reierence toa 
remark of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
whether there was a cisposition on the part of the 
former House of Representatives io probe matters 
of that kind to the bottom, but he well knew that 
he himself was willing to do so. That, however, 
was not the question. Tre question was, whether 
the Honse would send a committee all the wey to 
Boston to investigate the matter. The commiitee 
had given the House no sufficient reason why all 
the desired testimony conld not be procured by a 
commission to take depositions, Why had not 
this Mr. Wright brought forward his testimony, 
and let those implicated answer to it?) Until the 
gentleman from Vermoat could show that sufficient 
testimony could not be brought here, he was not 
disposed to encounter the expense of sending a 
committee to Boston. With regard to the valua- 
tion of the land, the Judiciary Committee had ob- 
tained suflicient evidence; and why could not the 
select committee obtain it as well? Believing the 
power to go to Boston to be perfectly useless, and 
that the power to send for persons and papers was 
ail-sufficient, he begged leave to offer the following 
amendment: 


The amendment simply strikes out that part of 


the resolution authorizing the committee to proceed 
to Boston and to employ aclerk; and after the 
worts “send for persons and papers,” to insert the 
words “orto take depositions of witnesses, as to 
them may seem most expedient,” 
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Mr. CHARLES BROWN expressed the hope 
that the investigation would be made. He would 
always rather have facts brought out than insinu- 
ations; but he trusted the House would not, in 
passing this resolution, do more wrong ihan that 
alleged in the report. The first question to be con- 
sidered was, had the property been over-valued ? 
That could be ascertained here, by depositions, as 
well as by the committee’s going to Boston; and 
therefore there was no use in their spending three 

reeks at that city, examining 30 or 40 witmesses, 
(as the gentleman from Vermont said,) to obtain 
information that could be obtained here. The best 
pian, in his opinion, would be to let the district at- 
torney take the depositions touching the pcints the 
committee would ins!ruct him on; and then, if they 
had not sufficient testimony, it would be time to 
send a committee to Boston. 

Mr. VAN BUREN, after explaining the facts of 
the case, made a few remarks in favor of the reso- 
lution, expressing the opinion that a sufficient in- 
vestigation could not be made without taking the 
course pointed out in it. He was of opinion that 
the expense of taking so many depositions, undera 
commission, would be as great as that incurred by 
sending on a committee. 

Mr. BOWNE expressed his regret that the prin- 
ciple contained in this resolution, of sending a 
travelling committee through the country to inves- 
ligate abuses, should have found favor in any part 
of the House. He was aware that it would be 
very convenient and very agreeable to many gen- 
tlemen on that floor to be relieved from the duties 
of the Honse at the present perio? of the session, 
and to take a pleasant trip to Boston, receiving 
their per diem and travelling expenses; and he had 
no doudt that their health wonld be greatly im- 
proved by it; but he questioned the propriety of the 
proposition. He put it to the good sense of the 
House, whether it was possible, by a personal at- 
tendance of this committee in the city of Boston, 
to get at the facts in a more authentic form than 
they could get them through a commission to take 
testimony. He would ask the committee whether 
they would undertake to examine wi'nesses now in 
this city? He understood that an honorable Sena- 
tor, now in this city, was cou sel in the case, and 
knew ail abont the matier; and that he sta'ed in 
his place in the Senate, the other day, that the trans- 
action was fair and honorable. The committee 
might have got at this fact; and, if they had, they 
would not have asked of the House that they might 
lave their seats and go through the ceuntry to 
ferret out abuses, 

Mr. HALL asked leave to explain. The com- 
mittee were unanimously of the opinion that the 
case required a thorough investigation; and that 
that could not be made, without going to Boston. 
The statement made by the honorable Senator, re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from New York, was 
made by him as attorney for the parties impli- 
cated. 

Mr. BOWNE said it might be that the matter 
required a further investigation. But he would 
ask, why could it not be made by a commission, 
as well as by a personal attendance of a committee 
in Boston? This would reyuire but a compara- 
lively small expense; while the expense of sending 
a commitiee to Boston, including travelling ex- 
penses, pay of aclerk, &c., would probably come 
to some or ten thousand dollars. Where, 
now, was all the zeal for economy, of which they 
had but lately heard so much? Where that rage 
for retrenchment, that was witnessed in reducing 
the pages and messengers, and in cutting down the 
army and navy? Patriotism was but Jately boil- 
ing over; and yet gentlemen now wanted to send 
abroad a travelling committee, with its clerk, to 
f-rret out abuses, and collect testimony, which 
could be procured in this city at the cost of a few 
hundred dollars. 

Mr. HOPKINS did not rise for the purpose of 
making any general opposition to this resolution; 
he was opposed to it only so far as it contemplated 
‘ending a commitiee to Boston, and the employ- 
ment of acierk. He had voied uniformly for in- 
vestigations into alleged abuses, and wou!d vote 
in like manner now. The question, however, was 
avery simple one, and that could as well be in- 
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quired into, (he meant no disparagement of the 
committee by tt Ps . 


as by sending mem {oOo B e'On. Wha ere h 
facts? There was no dispute about the indeb'ed- 
ness of the Commonwealth Bank of Boston, nor 
that properly was taken as a m ilj tor th 
debt. It was aiiege 1, howeve . Nat there wasa 


combination of apdividu { Which tl nroper 


was overvalued, and the Government by this me 
defrauded. Suppose that was true. Would the 
committee direct the trict altorney t ring 

for the purpose of recovering back en 


I 


Would the committee, indeed, , power todo 


so? {t appeared to him that the only truc way le get 
at the matler would be !: h trict atiorney, 
who was the iaw-cflicer of —G erm? to tak 
testimony on the subject; and, if he has od rea- 
son to believe thal there ta , 10 1Dstt. 
tute a suit against the parties. All! the {: ‘ id 
then come cut, and the wh es Ef fr 
would be setiled. If the le ‘ frandlite 
only be ascer'ained (for any pracical | Ose) Dy 
asuit. He did not pretend to say who was respon- 
sible for the | the Government bad sustained. 
Somebody certainly was, and t onght to h: 
been instituted long avo. Ji might be institated 


now; and it would 
whether fraud had been comniitied. He should 
have preferred an amendment directing the inquiry 
to be made by the district attorney. He was op- 
posed to sending a commit'ce to Boston, as it 
would be attended with considera 4 X 
out accomplishing any practical good. 
he had Jearned, the whole matter was at an end. 
The Governinent bad sasiained a loss; and, unless 
itcould make out the whole case of trauc, the rem- 
edy was gone. 


Mr. H. cone!yded by saying bh asin favor of 


making the inquiry in any form. He would not 
oppos >it, DUL Won d aid ition any v A1yY val la sence 
a committee to Boston 

After some remarks from Mr. SALTONSTALL 


in favor of the reso'u ion— 

Mr. YORKE called for previous questio 
which waz seconded, and the main qi 
ed; when 

Mr. A DJ MS eca'led for the ye: and 1 ay or 


the main question on Mr. Saunpe rendment; 
which were ord 1; and, «nm taking ihm, sesulied 
in yeas 96, nays 8&0, as tollo 

YEAS— Me \ ' ! B PR 
Boyd, Brewst A.V vir, M Brown, ¢ 
Burke, Wm. B , W i . | r, & \ ( 
Patrick C. ¢ iv J ( { { vif 
man, Clifford, ¢ ma, | ‘ ) R 
D. Dar 1) a) I) | i i 
Ferris, Fessenden, . Go bioya, ¢ es A. I i, kor ’ 
Thomas I bi ( ‘, i; \ Be? 
Goode, Gwin ll ila } if il ii 2, 
Hopkins, Hous lio tH ca r, J s | 
Wm. W. Irw: J \ Lewis. I 
fie Levwe Abraha M cy. McKeon, M 
lory, Mathiot, Ma vs, Met ‘ \ ‘I New 
hard, Oliv Part re P i P Pic Pp 
Proffit, Rams Reding, Rey KK i 
Saunders, Shaw, Soy = - = a a B 
Thonipsen, t r i, Wa VA ] VW VV 
liams, and \W ) 

NAYS -M \ \ I W.A ws, A 
nold, Ay« r DB B r, I B . 
Boardman, Botta, Brockway, B B p 
nell, William B Cam, i  - ( 
Chittenden, John C. Clark, Cov ( ( G 
rett Davi Ever Fi a. ga i & 
Graham, Gi r, Hall, if f Wr Ss. Ilas Hi 
Hunt, J. R. Inces j P. 3 K ~ Ml 
Mattocks, Maxw Mertw M M oO v, 
Piette, Pendleton, Pove, Beuja Ra \ r Ra 
dall, Rayner, R vay, Rod Win. I j MR 
ell, Salto ill, s perd, S . T mm smi = 
Stokely, Su Jo i 2 R WW I a 
hast, Toland, I . Try | I \\ WW 
ren, Washi " Kdwa D>. Win i W. Wi 
Christopher H. Willi York d J ‘ S 


Mr. VAN BUREN moved to iay 
ject on the table: negatived 

The resolution, as amended, was then adopte 

Mr. HALSTED, ft 
tions, made a resolution and report fiom that com- 
mittee in reiauon to the contested elk 
ida: ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN wished to offer a 
provide for th 
the case of said contested election: but 

Mr. C. JOHNSON objected; and a motion to 
suapend the rules was negatived, 

ARMY BILL 

On motion of Mr, FILLMORE, the House re 


intred: clion of ne sstimony in 


rom the Commzutiee of E'cc- 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








solved itseli into the Committee of the Whole 
Mr. Unperwoop in ihe chair) on the bili making 

anr ny y f : © yan 

appropriations for the suppo:t of the army and the 


demy for the 


military ac year 1842 
Mr. ROOSEVELT (by leave of Mr. Cusn- 


lh, } ne 
tine Livor) olfere 


ING, Who had an amendment, to 
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nA 
be inserted in lie ti proviso ed y Mr 
Y . x \ . . 
Mick y va LA rop i V ‘ - 
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s ed, I i I hye 
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‘ i { v 
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actua I i= : 
x se Tor th a ala 
Mr. A. said he was induced to offer this by was 
of compromis>, in the hope of meetine the views 
a majorly of the members. 


Mr. CUSHING then took the floor. Hesa‘d 
the question under related to 
whether we should reduce the army, but it bad be- 

d wih the question of reducing the 
navy; and ihe issue now was, whether we should 


- inh. ‘ | 
y dehate pr 


a no. ony 


come associat 


reduce, in a very great degree, the defences of the 
snd lan 5 + . ty ! 

y sea and land. He feared he shou'd 

not be able to change the purposes of any member. 


Honce had manifesied a dispasiti 





Ince a th alsin a dist ! h to 
curtail expenditure, which it would be difficult to 
; I: we h r, his duty to say what he 
h osayl nee of the ilitary defences « 

country, lina ver to what had ¢ auy 
been ared ' : 

It wa Y ) ul 1 by the honorab'e 

WW a} and 1 it t ne ° 
the army did not come from any of 
nts of the Government. The Seeretary 
Commander-in chief, (Gen. Seott,) 
s) far from recommending any reduction, had ectu- 
ally recomm ed an increase from fourteen regi- 
ments, t; to sixteen. Gen. Seott bad 
exam { e ta of tt rvice wih xceeding 
mipu ,emobracing in hi } rt 2 sur y of 
i? OF ary t sive iront 0 i 
country, so y ‘ed for pi et } 
Pnese toa IS €X; edin D b ‘ 
had } ( t I Om the ¢ i Vy 
of War onthe 15th A , in renly to a scoiutien 
of the § juiring whetner or not the rvice 
conld not be curtailed of some o% its exnense 
Added to thie, not only had no branch of the Gov- 
ernment recommended a reduction, but the proper 
cammittce of e Hy use of R resentatives, wii se 
members were soclected witha view to their ae- 
j ance with th puject they ha wnder their 
( i ¢ oO { alrea yd cler 1 throueh the 
rent) n om Ohio, that no decrea could t 
mad t ar cK ily with the public in- 
terests. 

In regard reluetion of the navy, that wa 
a0 re \ b had en determine i up n by the 
House in a hasty, precipitate mapner, and not by 
ar ranch of the Government. Thus these two 
branches of ihe public service were both proposed 
to be cnt dovn, con'rarv to the combined advice of 

nents and the Committees on Naval and 


fate decided by a proviso 
to the appropriation oii 


from South Carolina [: 


as the eloquent gentleman 





- Hotmes) had termed it, in 


a manner ill considered, and such as precluded due 
feliberation. Was there any reason for the pro- 
posed luction ? The gentleman from Ten- 


nessee [Mr. W. B. CampsBect] said it was imp )ssi- 
ble to introduce any measure of reform unless in 
Committee of the Whole upon an appropriation 
bill. Was it so? Could not the House, at any 
time, order one of its standing committees to bring 
in any measure which it thought proper? Could 
not the Committee on Military Affairs introduce 
any meacure, since it had the whole subject under 
consideration? ‘The gentleman himself was a 
member of tha! committee, and, as a member, had 
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the right to introduce any proposition for its action. 
The commiitee always had it in their power to 
piace in{urmation before the House, as a prerequi- 
site for deliberaie consideration. It was necessary 
that subjects should pass through committees of the 
House, in order to ensure due deliberation; and, 
therefore, the rules of the House wisely required 
that appropriation bilis should be what they pur- 
ported—b is to sausty existing laws, and not to 
embrace general iegis'ation, aud the whole scope 
of subjects confided to the care of Congress. 

The first inquiry was, whether tne present was 
the proper time to reduce the defences of the coun- 
try? Was i not au ill chosen moment to agitate 
such a measur? He would say now, as he had 
said daring febate on the navy bill, that he had 
It he were discussing 
then it would be 


ine de 
no desire to ra 


the que tron o 


sea War panic. 


eniaretig Our army, 


proper to inquire whether there would be war or 
not. If he thoughi there would b= war, he should 
advocate a very large avementation of the existing 


forces ot the eovuniry. But he did not feel it to be 


his duty to raise the question now, although on 
former occasions, when snoplies and augmentations 
to the army and navy ha‘ been voted, such questions 


had been raised,in order to induce members to vote 
ihe necessary appropri if he could not in- 
duce rational minds to believe that this reduction in 
the de'ences of the country would be unwise, with- 
out placing before them the delusion that there was 
to be a war, he did not desire to prevent a reduc- 
tion. 
What were the facts? The United Sta'es were 
now engaged ia troversy with Mexico; and 
be a sangvine man who would undertake 
to say that it would be speedily decided. He did 
not say it would lead to war. But any one who 
imagine? that the claims against Mexico would 
be paid without some menace on our part, must be 
sanguine indee’. [A voice: “They are but two 
anda half miilions.’ The gentleman from New 
York said they were but two ena a haif millions. 
True; but that agamst a bankrupt Government. 
Gentiemen, too, should recolleet that all the claims 
had not been scjndicated. A gentieman near him 


ations 


~~ 
< 





he mus 


4 
said, I*t us pay them. Let the gentleman intro- 
duce a bill for the purpose. It might pass or not. 


2 » be atiained than 
the mere satisfaction of these claimants. The 
honer of our country was to be preserved untar- 
nivhed. He taught that the old motto ef 1798, 


Bat there was a high r object i 


“Millions for deferce, not a cent for tribute,” had 
sunk into every hears and one would now think 
of den ing from } 


There were three questions with Great Britain 
respecling our boundary lines, which yet remained 
heastern boundary in Maine—. 
‘rier—and our 


unsettled—our Ne 
our Ne ri err 
Northweste: 


yundary on Lake Sup 
: boundary, in the territery beyond 
Mountains. were three other 
questions yet open between us and that Govern- 
vent: the cates of the Caroline, the Creole, and 
rom six to twelve cases of seizure upon the coast 
fal-ely) a'leged viela- 
g the slave-trade; and, 
added to these, there were two olher questions: one 
the great maritime question of the liberty of the 
seas—-a question whether the English Parliament 
could direct our ships to be boarded and searched, 
or whether the five powers—[A voice: ‘‘But four.”] 
cf Earope couid force us to submit to their police. 
The other question was connectel with the com- 
mercial relations of the two countries. 


There 


ir 
f 
i 
of Africa, for (he 


tons of the treaty respectin 


be he ved 
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There was now here a minister, special and 
extraordinary, charged with the negotiation of the 
existing dificulties between the two Governments. 
He entreated tie commiitee to consider the specta- 
cle which they were exhibiting to that minister— 
Congress disturbed by domestic cissensions—our 
energies paralyzed—not a few of the Siates in a 
state of bankraptey—and the National Government 
itself almo-t at a stand, owing to the unreadiness 
(he would not say refusal) of Congress to provide 
the means for carrying iton. From that spectacle 
Lord Ashburton might cast his eye across the At- 
lantic, and see, in contrast with the United States 
and their public servants, Sir Robert Peel coming 
forward, in a frank, statesman-like manner, and, 


i 
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H instead of proposing to disturb or diminish the 
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army, recommending the increase called for by the 
times;—and this, too, when there is an annual deficit 
of two miilions sterling. Nor did he propose to 
resort to any temporary shifting expedients, but 
brought forward a proposition to supply ihe defi- 
ciency by a tax upon aii the property in ine kingdom. 
We in this country, instead of imposing such a tax 
as is requisite to meet the wants of the country, are 
not only dehating about dissolving our army, but, 
more than that—hesitating whether we shal! disband 
our Government! What must be the effect of this 
state of things on the mind of Lord Ashburton! 
He did not mean the effeci on paper, but the ef- 
fect upon the disposition of him and Lord Aber- 
deen in conducting the negoiiation. ‘The questions 
with them would be, How far could England carry 
out the ground she assumed? how far would the 
United States be able to susiain the claims which 
they advanced in open conflici? Would we be in 
a condition attain our demands? Snould we 


disarm oursel es—throwing ourselves upon the 
mercy of England for such terms as she might 
prescribe? He thought if we wished others to 
respect us, we must first respect ourselves. 


War was improbable at present. The question 
was, Whether we would not, by our procrastination 
and humiliating condition, bring about a state of 
things worse than war? He (Mr. C.) desired the 
people of the Uni'ed States to know that, if they 
failed in their negotiations and demands, it would 
not be because they were unjust, nor because of 
any want of zeal on the part of the Administration; 
but on account of the hot haste of Congress to eut 
down the army and navy, and deprive the country 
of its defences. 

Mr. C. then went on to show the necessity of a 
standing army in time of peace, for protecting the 
frontiers of the country, manning its forts, guarding 
its harbors, and keeping up a system of police in 
the Indian territory. He continued for some time, 


but, owing to ihe early hour of going to press, 
though notes were taken, the remainder of his re- 
marks could not be prepared in time. 

Mr. GILMER then obtained the floor. He had 


listened atientively to the remarks of his friend 
from Massachusetts, and concurred in 
what he said, yet could not agree with him in the 
deductions to which he had come. He did not 
eonsider that retrenchment and reform would ruin 
the country. On the contrary, it would renovate 
and recreate the whole Government. It was mere- 
ly proposed to lop otf the abuses which had grown 
up undera long system of indulgence, and thereby 
renew the confidence of the people in their own 
Government. It was not proposed to cut down the 


tree of liberty or Jaw, but merely to deprive it of 


its useless branches; not cutting it up by the root, but 
letting it flourish with more vigor, so that the peo- 
ple might rest securely and contentedly under their 
own vine and fig tree. The apprehensions of the 
gentleman were groundless. Even the eloquence 
of the gentleman—the poetry which he had quoted, 
to warn the House of the danger of reduci:g our 
army—the instance of the royal victim reduced by 
his own folly—had not convinced him that reform 
and retrenchment was improper. 

He had paid particular attentioa to the remarks 
of the gentleman concerning the foreign relations 
of our country. He had an anxiety to know 
whether he possessed any information about the 
danger of war being over. Inanswer to what he 
heard, he would say, for himseif, that whatever 
might be the political complexion of that House or 
the Administration, whenever it became a question 
of war, it was settled with bim. The gentleman’s 
argument, however, implied that those who sought 
the reduction of the army would be opposed to the 
defences of the country intime of war. He met 
this as a peace question; and even the gentleman 
himself had not argued that there would be war, 
either with Mexico or England. Following up the 
concessions of the gentleman on this point, he 
would refer to what he had said in relation to our 
claims upon Mexico. He admitted they were 
large. The gentleman from Massachusetts, how- 
ever, said, though there would b2 no war, we 
should have to menace the Mexicans. Did he 
propose to march our army of 12 000 men through 
Texas, across the Rio Grande, to the capital of the 


much of 





Mi ‘aeasindl ” i 
man was too good a 
statesman for that. 


imagined not, 
soldier and too practical a 
He would resort to the navy. 
One steamer from it, (contended Mr. G.) would be 
sufficient to bring the Mexicans to terms. Either 

the Missouri or the Mississippi, whieh lay within g gun 


‘The genitle- 


shot of the Capitol, would do it. Mexico! A power 
that was now calling on us for arms to assist her 
in her battles! The most imbocile, impotent, and 


weakest of ali powers! The Government of the 
United States might not give itself 


any uneasines 

on the score of a difficulty rey — co. 
The gentleman had alluded to England, and the 
questions under negotiation with that G vern- 


ment. True, it was a power more formidable 


than Mexico—a power whose strong arm reached 
to every quarter of the earth; but it was one which 
woald not be provoked to a war with the United 


States for avy slight or trivial causes. The 
man had enumerated six questions as dividing the 
two countries—ihree concerning the boundary 
lines, and three affecting the honor of our country. 
He could teli him that England would look well 
at home ere she engaged in a war with us. Ash- 
burton, Peel, and Aberdeen would look there, and 
ponder long and well before thev took a sep 
which would lead to a war with the United Siates 
The British Government was wiser than to do so. 
What was the condition of England? Tern to 
pieces by her own domestic dissensions, she was 
in the worst possible state forwar. The elemen 
of dissension were at work within her limits; the 
spirit of liberty was advancing; and it would be 
difficult to keep her social fabric in its present 
state, whilst her ,armies were withdrawn, and tiie 
strength of her military and naval forces emplvyed 
in fighting her battles upon foreign shores. 

The honerabie gen'leman argued that the lea?- 
ing politicians of England would look well to her 
dome before they engaged in a war 
with this or any other country; and from this he 
turned to a view of commerce—a peaceful inter- 
change of commerce—as the interest of both, 
the great preservative of the amicable reiations of 
both. But, if “grim-visaged war” should come 


genile- 


stic ecndition, 


and 
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what would be anarmy of 12,000 men?—and the*® 
rank and file of the American army was no m_-re. 


In such an event, the militia of the States must be 
our retiance; and, if this were true in war, no 
good reason exuten for the maintenance of a large 
standing army in time of peace. While the mili- 
tia were so weil prepared to defend the country, 


the Government could economize in I's army; and 


’ 


notwithstanding ihe ofi-repeated asseriion that ve 
are ill prepared for war, he ventured to affirm that 
this country was never ina better position since 
the organization of its Government. The rail- 
roads and steam navigation of the coua'ry afford- 
ed facilities which were not possessed in the war 
ef the Revolution; and now, with their assistance, 
war would be both a cheaper and a sneedier oper- 
ation. The sum of §20 had been the price of 


t 
barrel of flour for the use of 
Buffale; but 


ansported fi 


transportation of a 
the army 1 I 
troop of soldiers 
more. 

Mr. CALHOUN here reques'ed the gentleman 
from Virginia to for a Motion that the 

ymM ii te to which he assented; but a quorum 
not voting, the committee reported that 
fact to the House. 

Mr. ARNOLD then move a an 
which was azreed and 


oA toe 
reeqa [05 
ourned. 


The House adj 





now a 


fa ittle 


1 
— 
FDU 
give wat 


2 rise, 


faa, and 


adjournment, 





IN SENATE. 
Faipay, May 27, 1842. 

Mr. CRIFTENDEN said he observed by the 
papers of this mornirg that he was reported as hav- 
ing proposed to fi!l the blank in the apportionment 
bill with the number of 70,000. He inquired of 
the Clerk whether the jovrnal stated that as a fact. 

The Clerk having replied in the negative— 

Mr. C. remarked thatit was incorrect. He made 
no such motion. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
Roches‘er, New York, numerously signed by busi- 
ness men of all parties. ‘Toney pray Congress to 
pass such a tariff of duties as will afford ample 
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revenue for the support of the Governmen!, and, at 
the same time, that there be sech discrimination as 
will give adequate protection to home industry. 
The petiiioners also pray that Congress will pass 
the bill reported by the select committee—the ex- 
chequer plan—to restore the currency to uniiormity. 
So much of the memorial as related to the tariff 
was referred to the Committse on Manufactures. 

Mr. SMITA presented additional documents in 
support of the claim of Major General Duportail; 
which were referred Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, who have charge of the bill from 
the Hovge to satisfy the claim. 

Mr. B JC 1ANAN 


n mber - 


1 
to lhe 


presented the memorial of a 
importers and deaiers in watches, jew- 
lry, and precious stones, Pailadeiphia. They 
state that the duties are now so high on such ar- 
tclesas to prodnce a great deal of smuggling. 
They ask that the tanff may be so altered that 
wa'ches may pay a duty on heme valuation, or a 
ecifie duty; and that the rate on jewelry may not 
exc ceed ten per cent.; and on unset diamonds, one 
per cent.; end on precious stones, fifteen per cent. 
cor B. Msaeieel that there were some interesting 
culations in the memorial; and therefore, on his 
ae it was referred to the Committee on Man- 
ufaciures, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. also presented a memorial from Philadel- 
phia county, Pennsylvania, asking that such a tar- 
iff of duties be imposed as will enable the domes- 
lic manufacturers of this country to compete with 
foreign manufacturers : referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

Mr. CONRAD, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Thomas 
O. Minx Shields, Turaer and Renshaw, Glendy 
Burke, Edward Yorke, and Edward Ozden, and 
their legal representatives ; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr, PERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which had been referred the petition of 
A. H. Keenan and C. D. Hammond, sureties of 


D. hag ‘tton, late postmaster at Milledgeville, Geor- 
gia, praying to be released from their obligation as 


S ae es, reported a bill for their relief ; which was 
read, and erdered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. LINN, 

Res red, That the fransmite: » the 


re be Secretaries of the 


States and Territories in which the public lands are situated, 
three copies of the documents in relation to the public lands, 
heretofore printed by order of the Senate, aud now on hand, in 
five volumes; one of which to be deposited with the Governor, 
and one with each branch of the Legislature of the said States 
and Territories, respecuvely, 


Mr. CONRAD, on leave, introluced a bill for 
the relief of J. R. Vienne, of New Orleans; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 

laims 

Mr. E VANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which had been referred House bill mating ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the year 1842, 
reported the same back with amendments; one of 
which goes to strike cut the proviso in the bill, that 
no portion of the appropriation for the pay of offi- 
, &c., Shall be applied to offices created after 
this date. 

On motion of 
proeveded to the 
the whale, of 

TH E APPORTION! 
he question pending was 
remaining aeenaa of 


cers 


Mr. STURGEON, the Senate 
consideration, as in committee of 


MENT BILL. 
ou concurring in the 
oot rdiciary Committee, 


proposing to strike out that portion of the bill 
making it obligatory on the Siates to adopt the 
district system of representation, each district to 


‘ 


be composed of contigaous teriitory, and to return 
but one Re presentative; andto suostitute a provi- 
sien, leaving it optional with the Siates to adopt 
either the district or general-ticket system, but re- 
taining that portion requiring that the districts shall 
be of contiguous territory, sending one Represent- 
ative, if the district system should be preferred; 
and the question immediately pending was the 
numerous propositions to fill the blank in the bill 
with a proper number to constitute the ratio. 

Mr. McROBERTS said he had made the mo- 
tion yesterday ‘to fill the blank with 68,000, 


from the conviction that that number would give a 
House sufficiently large for ail good purposes, for 
the transaction of the business of the country with 
It would give a number of members as 


deypatch. 
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small, he believed, as the House would be cand: eee 
to accede to. On looking over the table prepared 
for Congress, he found that this number (of the 
highest numbers) would leave the smallest frac- 
lions to the sma!l States. The ratio of 68,000 
weuld give a House of 224 members, if the prope- 
sition to represent fractions, by giving such Siates 
as have a fraction of more than a moiety of the 
ratio one additional member, be not adhered to. If 
it should he adhered to, it will increase than num- 
ber very little. Judging from the concurrent tes- 
timeny of those Senators who were members 
ot the other House when that body was much 





smaller, he was unde) ~ impression that muca 
greater despatch in the discharge of the public 
business would be obtaii “d by a Houre of a less 
number than that body is even now composed of 


He was in favor of a ratio of 68 000 tn prefer- 
ence to a!! others, because it would reach two im- 
portant obj et.: one, that cf leaving the smallest 
unrepresented fraction; and the other, that it would 
reduce the number of members to 224—-a number 
which, according to concurrent testunony, would 
be more efficient for the despatch of business than 
alarger number. It was, there‘ore, better than 
the present aero, as it was a reduced number. 

He reviewed ihe arguments yesterday off red in 
support of a large number of Representatives, 
founded on the a sumption that the glory and great- 
ness of England were dueto the acuon of its House 
of Commons. The elemen's of the greatness of 
that nation were to be found in its Anglo Saxon 
race—a race destined to the hichest elsvation in 
human institutions and civilization, i { 
restraints o/ jegislation, however cunningly devised 
by self-privileged classes. He contended that the 
broadest representation of the people cf England 
was nothing in comparison to the amount of repre- 
sentation enjoyed in the United States, where al- 
most every county, if rot fully every county in 
twenty-six sovercign Siates, has its representative 
in its own State Legislature, a ) 
tion in the repre ion o@ithe Nationa! Legisia- 
tare. 

With regard to the princinle by which gentlemen 
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in both Houses scem now disposed to act, that no 
State shall lose a member in any new apporiion- 


ment, he would say that this would be a decision 
that every ten years the number of Representative 
shall be increased in the ratio of the increase of 
p palation. rere would the prince ple end? 
In another half century the number would be 
twelve or thirteen bundred—it would, at least, 
largely exceed a thousand. He would vote for no 
smaller ratio than 63,000, as long as it was possi- 
ble to obtain a majority for a reduction of the 
present number. 

Mr. BENTON was of opinion that it was a 
vain attempt on the part of the Senate to dictate to 
the House in this matter. The House had duly 
weighed and conaidered the ratio best suited to iis 
wishes and conformation. He thought this was 
not like a bill of ordinary legislation, which the 
Senate might reject without anv interruption to the 
machinery of Government. To reject:uch a bill 
as this, and suspend all actio nh on it, would be to 
dissoive the Governimeat itself. It is a contest in 


~ 


which the Senate ought not to engage. It would 
be sufficien! to confine its attention to the perfecting 
of the bill in its details, leaving the general princ:- 
ples and main propositions untouched. If the 
Senate were to engage in any contest with 
the House in a matter of this kind, it would 
be sure to come to the wall. What are the ob- 
jections to a large popular representation ? 
They are buttwo. First, that a large number of 
Representatives makes an irresponsib! > body; and, 
next, that it becomes incapable of transacting busi 
ness. The theory in this respect might be very 
beautiful in idea—very beautiful, indeed, to see a 
few individuals transacting business rapidly, and 
without much need of deliberation. But this theory 
might be pursued until a population progressively 
increasing till it filled regions thousands of es 
apart should be represent ‘od by so small a band as 
to lose all the elements of Representative 

He was in favor of the largest practicable rep- 
resentation, because it was the only way to have 
the popular will reflected; but more particularly 
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wou'd refer to a doctrine just used by the Senator 
from Missouii, which struck him with surprise; it 
was, thatit was improper for the Senate to inter. 
fere with the decision of the House itself, as to the 
ratio proper to orranize its own body. This wasa 
doctrine which he decried as subversive of the 
principles of thts Goverament, On this point Mr. A. 
dwelt for some ime; after which, he referred to an 
argument of ihe Senator {rom South Carolina [Mr, 
Catnoun]} yesiercay, with which he concurred— 
Ihat to inerease the number of Representatives 
would be the surest means of rendering Congress. 
ional sessions continuous. Ele also referred to 
the action of tis present House of Represent. 
alives, admitiog i mlained as large an 
amount of talent as ev beiong d to anv rep- 
resentative peers mut, looking to the effect of a 
Jarge number, lic asked what had veen witnessed 
since that bod y had become so numerous? Was it 
not seen that bilis o: the most vital national inter- 
est, on the propriety of which there could be no 
such doubt as to require inconvenient delay, were 
obstructed, detained, and thwarted by interminable 
debates and con'entions, which could not be arrest- 
ed, till, in despair of ajl reason being influential, 
the coercion of rules to terminate and shut off all 
discussion at a given hour, bad to be resorted to, 
or rile Government might go down before legisla- 
tion could be induced to relieve iif Had it not be- 
come a public speciacie, to witness the disorders of 
that body? Was not the report of an expecied affray 
sufficient to crowd the galleries from day to day? 

In reference to ‘he necessity of having an irre- 
sistible evidence of he popular willin the popular 
branch, to control and override the other branches 
ol the Government, ciected by ihe same constituen- 
cy, it grieved him to hear the docirines premulga. 
ted by his honorable friend the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. CritresDEN ;] grieved him, because 
they led to demagoguism—but which he would not 
call demagoguisin itself, because they emanated 
fiom him. He wou'd vote against thi ee aer 
asp-et that went to increase the number of Repre- 
sentatives; and coal a so wiih the fall convic- 
tion that he would have the unanimous approba- 
tion of the people of Virginia. He had not meta 
man from that Sia'e who was not ready to ery oul, 
*“ Good God! Mr. Arcner, do not yot2 for an in- 
crease of the number of members of tae House of 
Representatives.” 

Mr - WRIG iT had but a very few words to say; 
and he did not know that he would have felt dis- 
posed to rice at all, had it not been for some re- 
marks which fell {rom the honorable Senator from 
Virginia. As far as his mere personal opinion 
weni, he would say ihat he thought the House was 
the best judge itself of the number most likely to 
prove efficient in constituting that body. He was 
far from meaning to Say thal it was not constitu- 
tional for the Senate to interfere. But take the 
State of New York, with forty members in the 
other House and two in the Senate: he confessed 
that, when he found a large majority of the mem- 
bers of that State in favor of the increase of the 
members of the popular branch, he was disposed to 

k himself, was not the probability very great that 
they spoke the sentiments of their S:ate?: When the 
question came, Should the House consist of 242 or 
of 306 member? and that question was put to him, 
ne would say that he would as soon have the 
number 300 as 240; hence he wou!ld easily be in- 
fluenced in his choice by the preference fof the 
House itself. The prop: sition made by “many 
Senators is, to bring back the number to 200. This 
is going back twenty years. It is to cut off 42 
members; that of the House itself, to add 64— 
making a Ccifference of 106. The impracticability 
of this body being able to influence the House to 
recede from its own proposition to that extent, 
could not but s'rike him forcibly, and have some 
effect in deciding bis epinion. He would, with bis 
present impressions, vote against every proposed 
number ti il that nearest to the ratio of the House 
bill. Taking the twenty-six numbers proposed by 

e Senate, the highest would give to N. w York 26 
members, and the lowest—the number proposed by 
the bill it self —48 

Mr. CUTHBERT inquired whether the Senator 
calcula‘ed on the represeutation of fractions? 
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